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SUPPLIED UNDER To Her MAjesty 
RoOvAL WARRANT THE QUEEN. 
® Honest water which ne’ er left man @ the mire.””—Shakespeare Timon of Athens. 


Natural Mineral Waters 
PROMOTES APPETITE. ASSISTS DIGESTION. PROLONGS LIFE 


“ JOHANNIS.” 


THE KING OF NATURAL TABLE WATERS. 
CHARGED ENTIRELY WITH 1T8 OWN NATURAL GAS. 
To be obtained from all Chemists, Wi ino Mataaty, ant Mage <0 Ge Stents 
“iy 4 a "Po delivered 

Bottles. }-Bottles. Bottles. 4-Bottles. }-Bottles. 

London = 6/- 4/6 eee * | Country 6/6 5/- 3/9 
Awp or att W. & A. Gitser’s Acgyts rarovenout tHe Kixopom. 
Proprietors : THE JOHANNIS CO., LTD., 25, REGENT STREET, 8.W. 
Springs: ZOLLHAUS, GERMANY. 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS. 


In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
L088 OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 

Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE, STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


HEARTS OF OAK BENEFIT SOCIETY, 


17, CHARLOTTE STREET, FITZROY SQUARE, W. 
Established 1842 
ae eenctetae Aina foo 


dmission fee 2s. 6d 
Income for 1894 ne pes on Sus £430,000 
Accumulated Funds .. pas iF ag spout £100,000 
Amount paid for Claims since establishment ... about £3,640,000 


The Society is to Tavest in the Purchase of F Ground-Rents, and to 
make Advances ori Freehold Properties, M: and other Loans. 


THOS, W. GALLOWAY, Secretary. 
LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 
ESTABLISHED OVER HALF A CENTURY. 
FLEET STREET, LONDON. 
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Cases Reported this Week. 
In the Solicitors’ Journal. | In the Weekly Reporter. 








CURRENT TOPICS. 


On Tvxspay, the 29th inst., Mr. Justice Oxitry commences the 

of witness and continues the same daily, with 

the exception of Monday, the 4th of February, — the 9th of 

February. During that period his motions and unopposed 

petitions will be heard .on Thursdays and Saturdays by Mr. 
Justice NorTx. 


Tue Onancery final eepiels are tiow 80. reduced that the 
Lords Justices have decided that, as Lord’ Hatssury’s assistance 
will be no longer available, there will be no further a of 
Court of am a No. 2 for a -week or perhaps a fort Two 
of the Lords J ustices will, during that time, assist ia “the cocaine 
of certain cases in the Probate, Divorce, and ‘Admiralty Divi- 
sions, and there will be three Lords Justices to form a court in 
Court of Appeal No. 1, in which court any pressing Chancery 
applications will be entertained. 








Mr. Justice Noztx has given notice that he intends to adopt 
af Be’ i — be epee He rO- 
poses for the future to have what is in su a 

use” list of further Ke otng eae 
placed in the paper 
hearing on Saturday (the “short cause” day), and those which 
can be shortly of will be heard then. Those cases the 
hearing of which is likely to occupy a considerable time—for 
cases in which 
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clergymen, extends to service upon 

as was pointed out by Hawxrns, J., 
in the case of a coroner’s juy, and, 
amongst others, j and coroners themselves would be liable 
to be summoned. is view of the case does not seem to have 
occurred to the coroner for East London. 
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Semen! foie Stel 
no one would be ex 





An EVENING PAPER states that during the hearing of a case 
(Ormond Cycle Co. v. Bailey) the Lord Chief Justice called 
attention to the new rule of practice which enables the court 
to dispense with the strict rules of evidence, and he observed 
that hitherto its provisions have been neglected. The rule is 
rule 7 of R. 8. O., ord. 30 (rule 1 of the Rules of August, 
1894), and is the last of the rules relating to summons for 
directions. It runs as follows: ‘On the hearing of the 
summons the court or a judge order that evidence of an 
particular fact, to be —_ in the order, s given by 

ent on oath 0 ormation an ef, or by production 
of doe in Or by copies of documents 
or 6ntries, or otherwise as the couft or judge may direct.” 
Thus the rule only applies when an application is made 
on BS summons_ivt directions, and does not enable the court 
to y rule of evidence upon application at the hear- 
ing. It is necessary, therefore, whenever there is good 
ground for offering at the trial evidence depending on in- 
formation and belief, or copies of documents in cases where 
such copies could not ordinarily be given as secondary evidence, 
to take out a summons for directions, and obtain the required 
order on thesummons, It is to be observed that the rule does 
not a to actions in the : ivision, and according 
thie of section 3 of the Judicature Act, 1894, under which 
it is made, can only be made to apply to them by extending the 
summons for directions to that division. 
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By orp. 36, r. 12, of the Rules of the Supreme Court, a 
plaintiff has six weeks after the close of the pleadings wherein 
to deliver notice of trial. If he does not deliver notice within 

@ the deféndant may at any time “‘ before notice of trial 
given by the plaintif,” give notice of trial or apply to dismiss. 
The point to which we are about to refer depends upon the pre- 
cise meaning of the words in italics, which we quote from the 
rule. Are they subject to any qualification? For example, if 
the plaintiff gives notice of trial for London or Middlesex, and 
does not enter the action for trial within the six days allowed 
him to do so by ord. 36, r. 16, is the defendant deprived of his 
right to subsequently give notice of trial to the plaintiff? It 
is only in London and Middlesex actions that the difficulty 
arises, because in other cases after notice of trial is delivered 
either party may at any time, not less than seven days before 

® commission day, enter the a assizes. But the 
rules make special provision for London and Middlesex trials. 
In these cases the notice of trial is only in force for six days, 
and ord. 36, r. 20, provides that if the party giving notice of 
trial for London or Middlesex omits to enter the trial on the day 
or the day after giving the notice, the party to whom the notice 
is given may, within four days, enter the trial. The effect of 
this rule is that the plaintiff, after giving notice of trial, has the 
exclusive right of @ntering the ttm ose of the 
following day, Siler which, and during thé remaining four days 
of the six, either the p May oiiter the trial. 
e them does so within the six days, ord. 36, r. 16, 
applies, and the notice of trial “‘is no longer in force.” The 
defendant, therefore, under these rules, has the right to enter 
the trial if the plaintiff does not do so promptly after giving 
notice of trial. In the event of his not availing himself of this 

ht, and if the plaintiff fails to enter the trial, does the notice 

trial become a nullity so as to leave the way clear for the 
defendant to give notice and enter the trial under ord. 36, r. 12? 
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Ir APPEARS to us on the whole that he can do so. It is true 
that the strict wording of ord. 36, r. 12, is t this view, 


because @ notice of trial has actually been Selivered by the 
plaintiff ; and, moreover, it may be contended that the defend- 








ant was bound by that. notice even-though the plaintiff allowed — pom 
it to lapse, inasmuch as he have made it an effective — fa 
notice by entering the trial himself. There is n , how- 
ever, in ord. 36, r. 20, which makes it incumbent on the ‘ pei 
defendant to enter the trial if the plaintiff does not do so. It is 
the duty of the pense to do this, and ing to the : Teg 
in Criet v. Higetelt (38° W. B. 9 2, 27 Oh. D. 354) his failure to} ag 
make his notice of trial an effective notice entitles the | 
defendant to the benefit of ord. 36, r. 12. In that case the ret 
defendant moved to dismiss for want of prosecution, and an te 
order to dismiss was made. Unfortunately, however, the case 1 
was not for the plaintiff, and the judge only made the ie 
order to dismiss subject to the plaintiff's right to apply to a 
discharge it. It might have been argued on behalf of the » 
plaintiff that the defendant lost his right to dismiss or give ey 
notice of trial under ord. 36, r. 12, b falling to avail himself of es 
his right to enter the trial under ‘ad. 36,7. 20. It is a reason- the 
able contention on broad grounds as well as on merely technical 
grounds. It may very well be contended that, reading all the 
rules of ord. 36, Part ILI., together, the general plan is as 
follows: If the plaintiff fails to deliver notice of trial in the T 
prescribed time, the defendant may either do so himself or have pro’ 
the action dismissed. If the plaintiff does deliver notice of tion 
trial and fails to enter the trial, the defendant may enter Itw 
the trial. Having received notice of trial, however, he is rup' 
precluded from delivering one himself, but must enter the Ind 
laintiff’s notice of trial. In London and Middlesex cases cred 
* must do this within six days after notice of trial. In tive 
other cases he may do so at any time. But having this havi 
right given him by the rules on receipt of notice of trial, par 
he cannot, after such receipt, be entitled to act as though enti 
he had received no notice of trial. This is a plausible con- deb 
tention, but there are two considerable flaws in it. The first par’ 
is that, if it is correct, a plaintiff could in every case bar a Owr 
defendant from moving to dismiss for want of prosecution by the 
merely delivering notice of trial and letting it drop. Ord. 36, r. pre 
12, gives a defendant the alternative of moving to dismiss or an 
setting down the action on pores the same conditions. It is had 
obvious that it could never have been intended to allow a plain- It t 
tiff in any circumstances to drop his action and at the same time it 
bar the defendant from having it dismissed. If that was not who 
the intention of the rule with re to one alternative, it was min 
not the intention with regard to the other. Moreover, although But 
a defendant has the right to enter the plaintiff's notice of trial, it w 
it is quite clear he is in no way bound to do so, because other- ban 
wise he would in every case be allowed costs for attending to not 
search and searching to see whether the plaintiff had entered the thus 
trial. No such allowance would be made. On the whole, fron 
therefore, we are clearly of opinion that a defendant who has over 
received notice of trial from a plaintiff which the plaintiff ban! 
allows to lapse under ord. 36, r. 16, is in the same position tend 
under ord. 36, r. 12, as if no notice of trial had been delivered The 
by the plaintiff. It would be well if the rules were made 4 strix 
little more clear on this point. spea 
stric 
som 
; paid 
Tue Banxruproy Act, 1890, by section 8, provides that the offic: 
court shall (as one alternative) suspend the discharge of a more 
bankrupt for a period of not less than two years if (inter alia) sudd 
he has ‘within three months ing the date of the the ] 
receiving order, when unable to pay his debts as they become of a 
due, given an undue preference to any of his creditors.” The 
Court of Appeal had, on Friday in last week, in Re Bryant, to 
consider the meaning of the words “‘ undue preference.” The A 
bankrupt had carried on business in partnership. His partner whet 
had died, and, by the terms of the partnership articles, the sur- comy 
viving partner was liable to pay the deceased partner’s share of entit 
the capital of the firm to his representatives in three instal- Acts, 
ments at the expiration respectively of twelve, eighteen, and to be 
twenty-four months from the 's death. The deceased infer 
partner’s share of the capital was about £7,000; the debts of Boyt 
the firm amounted to about £4,000. For these debts the repre- T 
sentatives of the deceased partner were jointly liable with the comy 
bankru a eng be was Beene ee He also owed sepa- 
rato debis of his own. | Within the three months preceding the Bone 
receiving order the bankrupt, being then unable to pay hisdebts — the ¢ 
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creditors 


became due, had paid some of 
his t had 


in full. He admitted in examination 
é i these credito DOCE y 
use, as he aid, the Be . b * Thi 
registrar held that these payments constituted an “undue 
erence” of the creditors within section 8, and on this ground 
e suspended the bankrupt’s discharge for two years. On the 
appeal it was argued on behalf of the bankrupt that there had 
been no “undue” preference, because, by reason of the well- 
known rule in bankruptcy administration, that a partner, or the 
representatives of a deceased partner, cannot prove in competi- 
tion with that partner’s creditors, the creditors who had Esa 
paid in full would in bankruptcy have had in fact a preference 
over the representatives of the deceased er. e bank- 
rupt, therefore, it was said, had given to the creditors whom he 
had paid only that preference which the law would have given 
them, and that could not be said to be an “‘ undue” preference. 

















THE court, however, said that the rule that a partner could not 
prove in competition with his creditors did not come into opera- 
tion until those creditors attempted to prove in the bankruptcy. 
It was not certain, therefore, that the creditors whom the a 
rupt had paid would have had a preference in the bankruptcy. 
Indeed, looking at the relative amounts of the debts due to the 
creditors of the firm, and of the capital due to the representa- 
tives of the deceased partner, it was very probable that it would 
have been to the advantage of the gy 2g suge~ of the deceased 
partner to pay those debts, and then they would have been 
entitled to prove in the bankruptcy both for the amount of the 
debts which they had paid and for the amount of the deceased 
partner’s share of the capital pari passu with the bankrupt’s 
own creditors. It was not, therefore, absolutely certain 
the creditors iy Ra heslenna had paid would have ee a 

erence in the ruptey. © payment was, consequently, 
Sage at sidedaee* and it was clear that the baskiuns 
had made it because he preferred those creditors to the others. 
It became, therefore, unnecessary to decide whether a payment 
by a bankrupt within the three months in question to a creditor 
who would necessarily be entitled to a preference in the ad- 
ministration in bankruptcy would be an ‘undue preference.” 
But at least one member of the court intimated an opinion that 
it would. It was pointed out that a creditor thus paid by the 
bankrupt gained, at any rate, this advantage, that he would 
not have to prove his debt in the bankruptcy, and would 
thus be relieved from trouble and expense, and also 
from delay in obtaining his money. And there was, more- 
over, the possibility that the proof, if tendered in the 
bankruptcy, might not be admitted, because the n who 
tendered it could not prove the existence of the alleged debt. 
The decision shews the tendency of the court to enforce the 
stringent provision of section 8, which, it will be observed, 
speaks of “undue,” and not of ‘‘fraudulent” preference, very 
strictly. In the particular case the suspension seemed to bear 
somewhat harshly upon the bankrupt, whose estate had already 
paid 15s. in the pound, and, according to the report of the 
official receiver, would probably pay something more. He had, 
moreover, been placed in a position of great difficulty by the 
sudden and unexpected death of his partner. In most cases of 
the kind, no doubt, bankrupts would well deserve the infliction 
of a similar penalty. 





A quxstion has been raised in the City columns of the Zimes 
whether under a power to invest in debentures or shares of 
companies incorporated by Act of Parliament trustees are 
entitled to invest in companies formed under the Companies 
Acts, or only in those formed under a special Act. There seems 
to be no express authority on the point, but it is a reasonable 
inference from the decision of the Court of Appeal in Zive v. 
Boyton (1891, 1 Oh. 501) that the more extensive on 0 


the power is correct. In 1719 it was desired to incorporate a 
e 


company—the London Assurance—by Royal Charter, but th 

ers it was to take were greater than the Crown could grant. 
Diasoquectly on Act ot? iament was first od empowering 
the Crown to grant the charter, and then in pursuance of the 





Act a charter was ted istorpecsting Se Seapeny 

v. Boyton the conalion ateig Gata te vestment in the shares 
of the London was & proper 
power in a will authorizing investment in the shares ‘‘ of 


company in by Act of Parliament,” and the Court of 
Appeal held that it was. lIsvprey, LJ., pointed out that 
the co tion owed its birth and creation to the joint 


effect of the charter and the Act of Parliament, and that 

the Act of Parliament was no more to’ be neglected than the 
charter. ‘ Looking to the fact,” he said, ‘that this t 

thout 

the 


i 


toe an of Exstinmnet. the potiosion obmpeenlien 
the Act of Parliament, i ion was incor- 
ted by Act of Parliament within the true meaning of 
investment clause.” This reasoning applies still more strongly 
pong ante tig oi at under the Companies Act, 
1862, inasmuch as t 
- ssars of the mere T any reg : 
ormalities i the Act company becomes at once 
inco: tol, and it aes its i tion solely to the Act. 
Within the authority, therefore, of ive v. Boyton it is “‘ incor- 
porated by Act of Parliament.” That this is the case is - 
nized in the judgment of Fry, L.J., in Re S (45 Ch. D, 
286), where the immediate question was as @ meaning of |; 
the term “‘ public companies ” in an investment clause. Ocrtain 
companies incorporated under the Companies Acts were held to 
fall within the term because (inter alia) were, as Fry, 
L.J., put it, ‘incorporated by public statute.” But though it 
is probable on the authorities that a company formed under the 
Companies Acts is es oe by of Parliament,” it 
would obviously be unwise for trustees to act.upon this in 
tation of the investment clause so long as any doubt on the 
matter remains. 





AN OBSERVATION we made last week on rule 12 of order 22 of 
the draft Rules of Court as to Supreme Court Funds proceeded 
on an oversight. Rule 4 of the Funds Amended 
Orders, 1874, contained a similar provision, as to giving notice 
of lodgment of money in court under an order, the main altera- 
tions in the draft rule being the requirement that such notice 
shall be given by ae <v letter, which is a reasonable and 
salutary amendment, ‘There is this to be said in excuse for the 
oversight—that we believe the provision of rule 4 has been 
practically a dead letter, never acted on; and we still‘ think, for 
the reasons mentioned last week, that it would have been better 
to abrogate the requirement than to re-enact it even in an 
ameliorated form. 





heard from time to time, at i intervals, 
and enlivening melody, resemb. 
apparently proceeding from the . 
of bing heard related to the alleged infringement of a patent 
‘bell punch.” Samples of the machine on in the 
hands of the three Lords Justices, and at in during 
morning experiments were made from time to time, and 
it appeared to be necessary to repeat, as each member 
court desired to satisfy himself on the subject in hand. 
——SSS=={== 


CONCERNING REVISION. 


For some considerable time past it has been an open secret that 
the Rule Committee, or certain members of that body, 
have been on the task of revising the w: body of 
wolgvecbe tor day sme byes: Bina jy — st aay 
been itted to ire on the subj pro- 
rpeaiied angie OS ee ene. 
whether it seeks to introduce changes into our procedure. or is 
to travel rather on the lines of consolidating provisions ; 


t| whether, if changes are to be made, they will be extensive or 


trifling—all these matters, of serious i to the ec aer-f 
alee ond ths publie, pang Be i kidden behind veil. 
aan, “rustious expectat.” a whole 
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sent to school to learn afresh its catechism, the one consolation 
for this anticipated toil being found in the not very pleasing 
certainty that some of its precepts will be acquired at the expense 
of a much-enduring public. 

Are the learned authors of this new scheme relying on their 
own unaided efforts to perfect a task of which it is scarcely 
possible to exaggerate either the difficulty or the importance ; 
or have they sought for assistance and suggestions from those to 
whom is entrusted the working of the vast and complicated 
machinery which regulates the practice of the several branches 
of the Supreme Court? Here, too, ‘the oracles are dumb.” 
If they have availed themselves of such resources, never was 
secret kept ; if they have failed to do this, and are never- 
theless neared 4 in producing a result which shall satisfy the 
searching criticism to which it will unquestionably be exposed, 
we shall say that the age of miracles is not yet past. 

Let us consider what this question of revision really involves. 
The Rules of the Supreme Court constitute an elaborate code 
regulating the procedure of our courts, first formulated in 1875, 
remodelled an greatly amplified in 1883, starred throughout 
with various patchwork additions, the result of rules showered 
down upon us with only too frequent recurrence during the 
years which have elapsed from that date to the present time. 
The provisions of this code, where not original, are culled from 


mmo wand Chan Proced Rules of Hilary 
Ter: 3 C6 onsolida’ ers, and other similar 
sources too numerous to mention. een the fruitful parent 


of some thousands of judicial decisions, at a cost to the suitors of 
the court which baffles calculation. Finally, it is a code, not of 
principles, but essentially of practice, one which recognizes as 

to the efficient working of its various requirements 
the existence of several important departments, each demanding 
the services of a highly-skilled and highly-paid staff, no one 
member of which, however able, knows, or is expected to 
know with anything approaching to accuracy, the exact regula- 
tions or methods of any department except his own. This, 
then, is the mass of material which, if report speaks correctly, 
a grave body composed of certain learned judges, the president 
of the Incorporated Law Society, and two eminent counsel 
within the bar are engaged with a light heart in remodelling 
and rearranging without seeking external aid. 

Our profound respect for the members of the Rule Committee 
compels us to credit them with no ordinary share of wisdom. 
Of their zeal and industry it would be the merest impertinence 
for us to speak. And yet we venture to say that, were the ordi- 
nary affairs of life conducted on similar lines, disastrous failure 
would be the certain result. Can we, for instance, imagine the 
head of some vast industrial concern setting to work to re- 
organize the whole system of his establishment without taking 
into his confidence the managers of the various departments, 
unless he is prepared to be accused of almost incredible folly ? 
To push the point further home, the learned judges themselves, 
when occupying their proper position on the judicial bench, 

on a totally different principle. Nothing, for example, 
is more common than for a judge to consult a taxing master or 
other officer as to the practice in his office, and to be guided to 
a judgment by information so obtained. What is there in 
the atmosphere of the council-chamber sacred to the delibera- 
tions of the Rule Committee which imparts to its members 
collectively an infallibility which not one of them would ordi- 
narily arrogate to himself ? 

Our position, therefore, is this: that revision, if it is to be 
thorough, requires an intimate acquaintance with the details of 
the practice prevailing in the various departments of the High 
Court, and that it is not in the nature of things that knowledge 
of this character should be found in persons filling the exalted 
positions occupied by the members of the Rule Committee. It 
would be as reasonable to expect the captain of an American 
liner to at once the intimate knowledge of the laws of 


- Mavigation necessary to insure the safety of his ship, and the 


technical acquaintance with her machinery and propelling 

ap which is essential in the engine-room. 
© are very strongly of opinion that in this question of revi- 
ing inverted. Sooner 


or later the Judicature Acts must be consolidated. That is the 





revision of the rules would naturally follow. Further, we enter. 
tain grave doubts whether revision undertaken on the present 


lines (no matter how eminent be the judges who propose it, or 
how deft and skilful 
shape) will satisfy the requirements of the profession. The 
twelve months have furnished some object-lessons in rule- 

which have not been forgotten. It is not so long since 
startled profession found to their astonishment that not ong 
member of the Court of Appeal knew as much of the origin 
and history of an originating summons as an articled clerk ig 
his second year, and viewed with surprise and amusement the 
not very edifying s e of the Rule Committee doing their 
best to frame rules which should let down easily the authors of 
a judgment founded on a misapprehension, whilst, at the same 
time, giving decent interment to a mischievous decision. And 
few of. us expect to see or hear anything more of the draft rules 
which, issued with all the weight and the authority of the Rule 
Committee in July last, are now, we suppose, reposing in the 
pigeon-holes provided for such ‘“‘ unconsidered trifles.” 

When is it intended to favour an expectant world with the 
results of these self-imposed labours of the Rule Committee in 
the direction of revision? If former precedents are followed, 
we suppose that we may expect them to come upon us as ag 
agreeable refreshment from the heats of July, or as light 
reading for the Long Vacation. 

One word, before parting with this subject, as to the prin- 
ciples on which any scheme of revision ought, in our view, to 

roceed, The first guiding principle should be this. That in 
itself any change in practice is an evil, certain to entail nse 
on the suitors, and therefore not to be resorted to until the 
need for it has been established on competent gers | To 
subvert all that exists and substitute entirely new methods may 
be very magnificent, but it is not in with good sense, 
Do not let us be misunderstood. We by no means suggest that 
at the proper time and subject to proper conditions revision is 
not desirable. On the contrary, we think that it would not 
be difficult to shew that the Rules of Court abound with 
absurdities, inconsistencies, anachronisms, careless drafting, 
and the like. By all means let the pruning knife be used 
with no sparing hand to sweep away all such defects, 
And in more important matters, once establish that an 
existing pa is an abuse, once let it be clearly under- 
stood and ascertained that the pete proposed to be sub- 
stituted will effectually work the required reform, and we 
should be the first to urge that such reform should be carried 
through, and that it should be drastic and thorough, not timid 
and tentative. In such a case conservatism the most cautious 
_ well go hand in hand with reform the most radical. Bo, 
and 80 0: y: shall we ever attain to any measure of that finality 
which oug: t to be the aim of prudent legislation. So, and so 
only, shall we see an end of that perpetual tinkering of the 
rules which unsettles practice, and is the fruitful source, to 
officials of despair, to practitioners of bewilderment, to suitors 
of delay and expense. 





SETTLEMENT ESTATE DUTY. 
IV. 


Resettlements (continued).—We have next to consider in each 
case the effect of the death of B. before A. 

It is clear that where A. and B. take life estates under 
different settlements, duty will be payable on the death of B. 
and also on the death of A. Where they take under the same 
settlement, as the life interest of B. never comes into possession, 
no duty will be payable on his death, though it will become 
payable on the slcoatans death of A. 

Rent-charges.—If in either form of resettlement a rent-charge 
is limited to the son during the joint lives of himself and his 
father, the first tenant for life, it is a charge on the father’s 
life estate, and its capital value cannot be deducted in the 
valuation 4 po Beg ve Dente death. ane prey —a 
appears to be, instead of limiting a rent-charge during the joi 
ee to give to the son payin eet life interest in part of 


task which ought first to be undertaken. Consolidation and | the land, 
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The fact of the son’s purchasing the rent- by chargi 
the land with an additional jointure for his er’s widow, or 


with additional portions for his younger children, will not suffice 
to make the rent-charge an incumbrance that can be deducted in 
the valuation for duty on the father’s death, as the jointure and 

tions, though they are for “money or money’s worth,” are 
not “‘ for the father’s own use and benefit”: Finance Act, 1894, 
g.7 (1) (4). 

Eon . cases where the son purchases the verge for 
money ‘‘paid to” the father “for his own use and benefit” it 
appears probable that the value of the rent-charge cannot be 
deducted in the valuation for estate duty, as, although the rent- 
charge is an incumbrance which can be deducted under section 
7, still it is ‘an interest in property which ceases at the death 
of the father,” and is, therefore, liable to duty under section 2. 
Unless, indeed, it is held, as above suggested, in the case of a 
settlement by a stranger (ante, p. 176), that, though technically 
the son’s interest ceases on the father’s death, it is really 
enlarged, in which case duty is not payable in respect of the 
capital value of the rent-charge. 

Recapitulation.—On the whole, it appears that the only safe 
manner of avoiding duty on the death of the tenant for life 
by means of dealing with his eldest son is for the father to 
make a surrender to the son of his life interest in part of the 
property, bearing in mind that if the surrender is voluntary 
the father must surviffe the transaction for a year. The sur- 
render of the life ite need not necessarily entail a loss of 
income, as the fath discontinue any voluntary allowance 
that he was in the of making to the son. But it must 
be remembered that as jointure and portions are charged 
on the whole estate, a proportionate part of them will remain 
charged on the land surrendered to the eldest son, and that, 
therefore, estate duty on that amount will be payable on A.’s 
death in respect of the land surrendered. 

Portions.—An obvious method of reducing the duty is to raise 
and pay the whole or part of the portions. If the amount 
paid only produces the same income as the amount of the 
voluntary allowances paid by A., the tenant for life, to the 

rtionists, he will not lose income by the transaction. If, 

owever, A. was the settlor, or even in cases where he was 
tenant for life under a prior settlement, and the settlement, so 
far as it relates to interests taking effect after his death, is the 
settlement of his eldest son, as the incumbrance created for rais- 
ing the portions, though it takes effect out of A.’s interest, is ‘‘ not 
wholly for A.’s own use and benefit” (Finance Act, s. 7 (1) (a) ), 
duty will be payable on A.’s death. In this case, if A. can 
himself advance the money and take a charge in his own 
favour, he will diminish the amount to be aggregated on his 
death, and will thus save duty. 

In case A. is not able to make the payment, duty may be 
saved by selling a sufficient part of the estate to pay, and 
actually paying off, the portions either in whole or in part. 
It must be remembered, however, that ibly if the payment 
is made within one year before A.’s death duty may be payable. 

The cases where portions are actually payable require careful 
consideration. 

First, where the portions were charged under a disposition 
made by a person who died before the 2nd of August, 1894. In 
this case, on the death of his successor, whether he be tenant 
for life or tenant in tail, estate duty will be payable, but as the 
portions are not ‘‘incumbrances created by a disposition made 
by the deceased,” they may be deducted in determining the 
value of the estate for duty (Finance Act, 1894, s. 7 (1) (a) ). 

Second, where the portions were charged under a disposition 
made by a person who died after the Ist of August, 1894, who 
thereby was made tenant for life. In this case estate duty will 
have been paid on his death, so that no further duty will 
become payable on the death of his successor if he be tenant 
for life under the original settlement. If the successor takes 
such an interest that estate duty is payable on his death, as 
the portions are not ‘‘incumbrances created by a disposition 
made by the deceased,” they may be deducted in determining 
the value of the estate for duty. 

Personal property——In the case of a common settlement of 
personal property, nothing can be done to diminish the amount 







of duty so long as both the husband and wife are alive, owing | d 





to the restraint on anticipation imposed on the wife’s life 
interest, except by i the power of advancement. If 
Sine tane is — pgp ort com his life interest, 

ing care, as above out, to merge it, or 
the parent can buy up the reversionary interests of the 
children, and in either case some duty will be saved. But the 
reason for its being saved differs in the two cases. If the life 
interest is rel and merged, the settled does not 
pass on the death of the parent, so that estate duty is not pay- 
able in respect of it. Ifthe parent buys up some of the rever- 
sionary interests, and his life estate is not m , estate duty 
eemeles (persis Soe ee ee ee 
estate is diminished by the amount that he pays, and therefore 
"Saree ater eee of a daughter her 

juppose that on the marriage of a daughter reversionary 
PPh, sv her parents’ settlement of i: , made in the 
usual form, is settled. Estate —— will be payable, not only on 
the death of one of the parents, but also on the death of the 
daugbter, as her settlement is in effect a new settlement (see 
this fully explained ante, p. 176, in the discussion of strict 
settlements). On the other hand, if, at the time of the 
daughter's marriage, one of her parents is dead, it is possible 
to form an entirely new settlement of her reversionary share 
and her parent’s life interest in it. In this case estate duty and 
settlement estate duty will have to be paid on the parent’s 
death, but it will not have to be paid on the death of the 
daughter or her husband. 

If an attempt is made to avoid estate duty by dealing with 
the property in this manner, care must be taken to entirely free 
the property to be comprised in the new settlement from the 
trusts of the old settlement, as, if this is not done, it may be held 
that the old settlement remains on foot, so that the daughter 
takes under a new settlement, in which case estate duty having 
been paid under the previous settlement will not exonerate the 
property from duty on her death ; or it may be held, according 
to the decision of Srreuina, J., in Ailesbury v. Iveagh (1893, 3 
Ch. 345), that the two settlements form a compound settlement, 
in which case duty will be payable on the death of the daughter 
because she was at some time during the settlement competent 
to dispose of the property (see all this fully discussed ante, p. 
197). The only safe manner will be actually to hand over the 
part of the funds subject to the trusts of the original settlement 
to the trustees of the new settlement. 


As to future settlements.—We very strongly urge on our readers 
to advise their clients not to make an indefeasible settlement of 
the whole of their land. Either a substantial part may be 
kept out of settlement, so as to enable the parent to deal with 
it as he may think fit, or part of the land may be made subject 
to a paramount power of appointment in favour of the children 
vested in the parent; the result being that if the parent is 
satisfied that his eldest son can be trusted not to squander the 
property, he will be able, if he thinks fit, to hand over a 
substantial part of it to him, and thus to avoid duty. 

It may be pointed out that either of these schemes has the 
additional advantage of enabling the parent to have some 
power over his son if he shews a tendency to neem pra by 
the threat that, if he does not reform, the parent give the 
unsettled property in the one case, or exercise the power in the 
other case, in favour of one of his other children. If the 
second plan be adopted, the will have no hold over his 
son if he is inthe event the only object of the power. 

The next question for consideration is whether the land is 
subject to any life annuities—such, for instance, as a ——. 
It will be remembered that if this be the case estate duty will 
become payable on the capital value of the annuity at the death 
of the annuitant, unless that duty has already been paid under 
the settlement by which the annuity is . Ifthe annuity 
is of a large amount, say a jointure of £1,000 a year, the 
capitalized value of which we suppose, be taken to be 
£25,000, the duty payable in respect of the cesser of the 
annuity cannot be less than £1,000, and will probably exceed 


thatsum. We presume that, speaking, an annuitant 
would be willing to surrender his annuity on the terms of being 


id such a sum as would purchase a annuity for 
is life. In all cases where this is practicable it had better be 
one, bul 








214 





Jan, 26, 1895. 





__ THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





It is unnecessary to make any speci isions as to ions 
under a settlement senatin by the eottien, as they will 
not on his death be ‘‘incumbrances made by the deceased.” 
If, however, the settlement is a resettlement made by the first 
tenant in tail during his father’s lifetime, the tenant in tail may 
reasonably stipulate that some provision should, if possible, be 
made for payment off during the father’s lifetime of the 
ions created by the prior settlement out of the father’s 
so as to diminish the duty. The nature of these 
provisions has already been discussed. 

Where a settlement is made in the father’s lifetime, providing 
for his eldest son and the son’s wife and children, it has hitherto 
been the practice to provide an income for the son during his 
father’s lifetime by means of a rent-charge, and to provide for 
the son’s widow and younger children by means of a jointure 
and ions on the settled estate. It will be observed 
that if a settlement of this nature is made at the present day 
estate duty will be payable on the father’s death, if he dies in 
the son’s lifetime, without making any deductions for the jointure 
or portions, while if the son dies in the father’s lifetime estate 
duty will be payable in respect of his annuity, and in either 
case settlement estate duty will be payable. Perhaps the better 
plan for the future will be to settle part of the land in posses- 
sion on the son, his widow, and younger children (such settle- 
ment may conveniently be made by trust for sale), and to settle 
the residue of the estate on the father and son successively for 
life, with remainder on the sons issue in strict settlement. The 
advan of this course will be that, as regards the land com- 
prised in the first-mentioned settlement, no estate duty will be 

yable on the father’s death, and that when estate duty 
Gace payable on the son’s death no settlement estate duty 
will be payable. There is another advantage, that as the pro- 
perty comprised in the strict settlement will not be subject to 
a or portions, the father will be able to surrender his 

interest in any part of it to his son, so as to escape duty. 
Arrangements of this nature would be facilitated if, as above 
suggested, a power of appointment among his sons or children 
were given to the son. 


A READING OF THE NEW STATUTES. 
THE Buiipine Soocreties Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vicr. c. 47). 


This Act is the outcome of recent disasters in connection with 
building societies, and is intended to secure greater strictness and 
iency in the management of such institutions. It is not a con- 
solidating Act, but must be read in connection with the Building 
\ Societies Act, 1874, and the amending Acts of 1875, 1877, and 1884. 
It Was also an important effect on the Act of 1835. In giving an 
account of its provisions it will be convenient to group them under 
the several topics with which they deal. 

Repeal of the Act of 1836.—The Building Societies Act, 1836, has 
already been repealed by section 7 of the Act of 1874, but the repeal 
was not to affect societies certified under the earlier Act, until they 
should have obtained a certificate of incorporation under the Act of 
1874. Such societies, therefore, had the option of coming under the 
Act of 1874, but, till they elected to do so, they remained under the 
Act of 1836 (see section 8 of Act of 1874 and the Act of 1875). This 

ngement years a 25 t, 1894, to be 

6 Act of 1836 
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A 894, section 
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2) ), an 
t of 1836 will cease 
Apparently either be incorporate be A 874, 
or. will be outside the Building Societies Acts altogether. The Act of 
Uv 1836 will continue to apply to societies regi 56. 
a on IG of the Act of 1874 s es in fourteen clauses 
the matters for which provision must be made by the rules of a 
building Two of these are repealed—namely, (2) relating to 
the raising of the stock or funds of the society, the issue of shares, 
and the exercise of borrowing powers, and (4) relating to the with- 
drawal of shares and the redemption of mortgages, and these matters 
are for in more detail by the instructions contained in section 
1 of the Act of 1894. It is unnecessary to set out these instructions 
here, but it may be noticed that the rules must henceforth prescribe 
also the manner in which losses are to be ascertained und provided 
for, and the manner in which membership is to cease. 

Administration of society—To this head several provisions of the 
Act may be referred. By the Act of 1874 (section 15) building 
societies may receive deposits or loans from members or other 

persons, but limits are imposed on the total amount which may be 















so received. Ina t society it must not exceed two-thirds }— 
wd nd lie wang hk. Lt ~ er payee Bh pene = 
mortgages from its members. the case of a inating society 
limit may be either this amount or 8 sum a ome twelve 
months’ subscription on the shares for the time being in force,. 
These limits do not necessarily apply to every building society, 
The rules must state whether the —— intends to borrow money, 
and, if so, within what limits, not ing those prescribed by the 
Acts. It is now provided by section 14 of the new Act that, in 
calculating the amount for the time being to a society by 
mortgages from its members, no notice shall be taken (1) of mort~- 
gages the payments on which are upwards of twelve months in 
arrear, and &y of mortgages under which the society has been for 
twelve months in possession of the mortgaged property. Section 13 
prohibits the advance of money by a society on second mortgage, 
and the directors authorizing an advance in contravention 0 
section are to be jointly and severally liable for any resulting loss, 
Some societies have received deposits yable on demand, 
and have thus exposed themselves to ter in times of 
panic. Havi to the nature of a building society’s 
assets, immediate payment of deposits is usually out of 

uestion. This is recognized by section 16, which provides that 
} moe shall only be received on the terms that the managers of the 
society may require a month’s notice of withdrawal. Another defect 
in the methods of building societies has been the system of balloting 
for advances, and this is now prohibited, as to all future societies, by 
section 12. Such societies are not to cause or permit the applicants 
for advances to ballot for precedence, or in any way make the 
granting of an advance depend on any chance or lot. Existing 
societies may give up balloting for advances if a resolution to that 
effect is passed by a majority of the members who have not alread 
succeeded in securing an advance in this manner. Sections 16 an 
17 extend the powers of a.society with respect to the investment of 
its funds. By section 17 they may be invested in or upon any security 
for the time being allowed by law for trustees, and section 16 enables 
a society to deposit up to £300 in a savings bank, and to invest up to 
£500 through a savings bank in Government stock. Section 19 facili- 
tates the union of societies, and the transfer by a society of its en- 
gagements to any other society; and section 20 provides that the 
arbitrators to whom a dispute is referred under the Act of 1874 shall 
not be compelled to state a special case on any question of law. This 
gets rid of the effect of the decision of the House of Lords in Taber- 
nacle Permanent Building Society v. Knight (41 W, BR. 207; 1892, 
A. C. 298), where it was held that such arbitrators might be com- 
pelled under the Arbitration Act, 1889, to state a case. 


Accounts.—Hitherto the accounts of a society have been regulated 
by section 40 of the Act of 1874. This requires that an annual 
account shall be prepared of all receipts and expenditure, and also a 
general statement of the funds and effects, liabilities and assets of 
the society, shewing the amounts due in respect of deposits, loans, 
&c. The account and statement are to be attested by the auditors, to 
whom the mortgage deeds and other securities of the society are to 
be produced, and countersigned by the secretary or other officer who 
prepares them. Provision is made for sending a copy to the 
registrar, and for supplying copies to members and other persons 
interested. The section must now be read in connection with section 
2 of the new Act. This requires the annual account and statement to 
be in such form, and to contain such i , as the registrar, with 
the approval of a Secretary of State, shall from time to time direct, 
either generally or with respect to any society or class of societies; 
but the form of annual account and statement prescribed for general 
use must be laid before Parliament. Special directions are given in 
the section as to the mode in which particulars of mortgages to the 
society are to be entered. Other provisions relate to the appointment 
and duties of auditors. By section 3, one at least of the auditors of 
the society is required to be a person who publicly carries on the 
business of an accountant, and section 2 (2) requires the auditors, 
either to certify that the annual account and statement are correct, 
duly vouched, and in accordance with law, or else to spevially report 
to the society any defect therein; and they are also to certify that 
they have at the audit actually inspected the mortgage deeds and 
other securities, and to state the number of properties to which the 
deeds relate. In respect of the accounts of building societies under 
the Act of 1836 an important change is made by section 25. In 
future, such societies are to be subject to secti of 
1874, and an annual account and statement under that section, and 
under section 2 of the present Act, must be prepared. In default, 
the society and its members and officers are to be subject to the same 
penalties as if the society were a society under the Building Societies 
Acts. This provision will secure information as to the number of 
unincorporated societies, a matter as to which there are, it appears, 
at present no statistics. 
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‘further. Under this section the registrar acts on 


| 


Pe. 





ires that application shall be made bers of the 
society. Upon such appli tom the nenisioee Sear: @ thinks fit, 


i 


int an accountant or actuary to inspect the books of the 
Ie copes thereon. The applicants must deposit with the 
asum as security for the costs of the inspection, but in the resul 
registrar may direct the costs to be borne either by the applican 
or by the society, or by present or 
society. Section 5 carries the con 


BE 


g 
8 
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tenth of the whole number of members of the i 
hundred members if the whole number exceeds a thousand, 
consent of the Secretary of State must first be obtained. bject 
these preliminaries, the registrar may either tan i 
examine into and report on the affairs of the ty, or he may 
ial meeting of the society. The same provision is made for 
costs of the inspection as under section 4, and the i r 
empowered to call for the production of books an 
ments and to take evidence on oath. 
ing is called, will direct 
to be discussed and determined, and it will have all the powers of a 
meeting called according to the rules of the society. In certain cases 
the registrar may exercise the powers of the section without any 
application by members, though with the consent of the Secretary of 
State ese are where the society is in default in respect of any 
return required ‘by ‘the Acts, or where not less than three members 
make a statutory declaration of facts which, in the opinion of the 
i , call for investigation, or for recourse to the judgment of a 
meeting of the members. The next two sections ee power respec- 


tively either to r suspend the Of incorporation 
section 6), or to di society (section 7). certificate may 
cancelled or suspended by the registrar with the approval of the 


Secretary of State, but an a lies from the decision of the 
registrar to the High Court. e registrar may exercise the power 
in cases where he is satisfied that the certificate of incorporation has 
been obtained by fraud or mistake, or that the society exists for an 

purpose, or has wilfully violated any of the provisions of the 
Acts, or hag ceased to exist. The power dissolution conferred by 
section 7 is to be exercised by the registrar on the application of 
members as under section 5. The application must set forth that the 
society is unable to meet the claims of its members, and that it would 
be-for their benefit that it should be dissolved; and it must request 
an investigation into the affairs of the society with a view to dissolu- 
tion. If in the investigation the allegations are proved, the registrar 
my if he considers it expedient, award that the society be dissolved, 
and direct how its affairs are to be wound up, but the award may be 
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suspended to enable the society to alter its rules so as to render 
dissolution unnecessary. 


Winding up.—By section 32 of the Act of 1874a sui sos be 
wound up by the gourt, and section 4 defines y 
he district in which the chief office or place p 
y is si e. This provision £ 
T Ou to much doubt as to the law to be 
app’ ing up, and aah, this objection has been removed 
by rule 146 of the Coumty Court Rules, 1892 (ord. 41, r. 9), yet in the 
case of societies of considerable itude it imposes on county 
courts an undue amount of work aon responsibility. Accordingly, 
section 8 of the present Act provides that, notwithstanding anything 
in the Building Societies Acts, every society under the Acts shall be 




























deemed be a company within the meaning of the Companies 
4 ( p Hence, where the capital excee ,000, 
the society will be wound up in the High Court. Pending proceedings in 
the winding up of a society may be transferred to the High Court on 
the application of the registrar, with the consent of the tary of 
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State. The recent decisions in London Provident Society v. Morgan 
(42 W. RB. 157) and Kemp v. Wright (1894, 2 Ch, 462) established that, 
upon a society being dissolved or wound up, advanced members were 
liable to repay at once the full amount of the advance, although by 
the terms of the advance or under the rules such amount was repay- 
able by instalments. Section 10 reverses this rule, and in future a 
dissolution or winding up will not affect the terms of repayment. 
Offences.—Sections 21 and 22 increase the penalties imposed by 
section 43 of the Act of 1874, and extend the offences to which they 
apply. Default in making any return or furnishing any information 
ora by the registrar or an inspector makes the person ——— 
lisble on summary conviction to a fine of £20 instead of £5; a 
wilfully false statement in any document sent to the registrar entails 
liability to a penalty of £50 instead of £5. Still more stringent is 
section 23, which probibits the receipt by a director or other officer of 
& society of any gift or commission in connection with any loan made 
by the society, Both the person paying and the person ing 
such gift or commission are liable on summary conviction to a fine of 


£50, and, in default of payment, to imprisonment with or without hard 

On. the hearing of any charge involving fine 
or im and om siuemary couvicion ular the Ast. boat the 
def t and his wife are to be admissible 9g competent witnesses. 
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The Act in cane into m on the Ist inst., but section 
regulating the annual statement and account, will not 
the ion of twelve months after the passing of the Act, that is, 
the 25th of August, 1895, and section 10, altering the rule as 
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ding up, operation on passing 
provision le made alao forthe commencement of section 14, robin 
the limits of borrowing powers. 
REVIEWS. 


THE LAW OF EVIDENCE, 


THE, THEORY AND Practice or THE Law oF Evipence. By Wu- 
LIAM WILLS, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 
This volume will be found to be a useful and convenient addition 
to the standard works on the law of evidence. The 
Sir James Stephen was a revolt the size which Taylor and 
Best had attained, but for ical purposes it went too far to the 
pipes ip prepn y - is tie ieeciicam 
to the student or of any great advantage itioner. 
Wills has hit upon the 4 ast medium. i 
pass of 300 pages he has given a clearly-written and 
account of the principles of the law of . the 
are introduced in @ manner as admirably to illustrate the text. 
The book, as is stated in the preface, has grown out of a course of 
lectures delivered to the students of the in 
1889, and it has been written with the gtd -garre ger 
theory and general principles of the subject in a clear and 
readable form as to be intelligible the 
same time of combining therewith such as 
may render it ges utility for the ordinary run of nisi 
priuvs and crimi i t 
in this twofold aim the author has succeeded. The 
principles of the subject i 
chapter. The rest of the book is divided into four parts, =e 
respectively with the burden of proof., the relevant facts, the media 
proof, and adduction of evidence; and there are two qgponiions= ene 
of public documents and another of forms. Chapter III. of Part II., 
it may be noticed, contains a very good discusssion of the distinction 
between statements which are of the res geste, and therefore 
admissible, and statements which merely narrate the facts to be 
roved—between, that is, res geste and narrative. We think the 
book will be welcome alike to the student and the practitioner. 





CRIMINAL STATUTES. 
Cuitty’s CrimInaL Acts. REPRINTED FROM THE Firru Epirion 
By J. M. Lety) or Currry’s Starures or Pracrican Urimry. 
IrH AN INTRODUCTION AND InpEX. By W. F. Cnatzs, 
Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited), and Stevens & 


It was an excellent idea of Mr. Craies to uce the Criminal 
Statutes of Chitty in a separate book, under an equivocal 
title. In addition to the statutes in the more volumes, we find 


here the Prevention of Cruelty to Children Act, 1894, and the relevant 
portion of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, with an addenda of 
cases up to October last. Mr. Craies has added to the value of the 
statutes and notes by prefixing an admirable introduction, in which 
he calls attention to recent legislation, especially in reference to the 
evidence of children of tender years, and by defendants, and to recent 
decisions on substantive Jaw and evidence. He gives also an ex- 
cellent summary of the law as to costs in criminal cases, We 
anticipate that this volume will have a ready sale among 
practising at quarter sessions and in the assize courts, We may note 
that Taylor v. R. (p. 8) is now reported in 43 W. R. 24; 1895, 
1 Q. B. 25, and R. v. Brown (1895, 1 Q. B. 119) should be noted on 
pp. 102, 119. As this separate publication has been started, and the 
ines of the volume is by no means excessive, we are inclined to 
think that Mr. Craies would do well in the next edition to add some 
statutes, now omitted by him and by Chitty, such as the 

House Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 119}, the Oaths Act, 1888 (51 & 
Vict. c. 46), the Interpretation Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 63), the 
Conspiracy and Protection of Property Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 86), 
also 35 Geo, 2, c. 36, &e. j 


BOOKS RECEIVED. 


The Law relating to Children and Y: Persons. By Joszrx 
Brivces Marruews, Solicitor. Assisted Arthur Arrowsmith 


Maund, Solicitor. Sweet & Maxwell ). 
The Statutes of Ui * in Alphabetical and 
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Edifion of Chitty’s Statutes. By J. M. Lexy, Barrister-at-Law. 
Vol. V.: ‘‘ Habeas us” to ‘“Intoxicating Liquors.” Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited); Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


CORRESPONDENCE. 
MR. COMMISSIONER KERR. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


' §ir,—It will probably surprise most of your readers to learn that 
when the tion of London reliéved Mr. Commissioner Kerr of 
the obligation to hold himself free to preside at the Central Criminal 
Court, for which he received an annual allowance of £300, he 
stipulated that, as this was equivalent to loss of office, he should 
continue to receive the £300 a year. 

After much opposition by myself and others, the payment of £300 
@ year was continued to the commissioner for not sitting at the 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
KENBEDY v. DODSON—No. 2, 17th January. 


Central Criminal Court. I myself strongly urged, in anticipation of } lia 


what would be likely to happen, that if by any accident ‘the commis - 
sioner’s services should be required at any time at the Central Criminal 
Court he should discharge the duty without further remuneration. 

It was insisted, however, that the payment of the £300 year should 
be quite unconditional, and our efforts to protect the just pecuniary 
interests of the City were unavailing. 

Tn consequence of the occasional illness of the present recorder it 
has been found expedient to ask the commissioner to preside occasion- 
ally at the Central Criminal Court. 

As a condition of so doing, the learned judge stipulated for 7: 
ment of guineas a day for so sitting, and has received the 
same. “ 

It thus comes to pass that the commissioner is receiving £300 a 
rood gee of the City’s cash for not sitting at the Central Criminal 

» and also receives £15 15s. a day whenever he does sit 

Surely this may be regarded as a forcible illustration of how much 

easier it is to preach than to practise. 


2,.Soho-square, London, W., Jan. 23. 


W. J. FRASER. 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal, ] 


Sir,—Will some reader of your paper who is well up in knowledge 
of men and manners please tell us who this Commissioner Kerr is 
whose noble doings we so often read about in our newspapers? We 
want to know whether he is satisfied and well suited with his present 
job. If not, we and a few friends are anxious to try and get him 
made judge of our court down here, as our present judge is most 
i t and unsuitable. Why, our judge hasn’t even read his 

ickens, and doesn’t understand human nature at all. In fact, he 
seems quite to. hold with sttorneys and such like, and treats them 
most affable. Moreover, he is most unfeeling with defenders, and 
thinks nothing of ordering us pore workers to pay our butchers and 
bakers on the nail when they drag us before him (sometimes even 
with costs). The result is that much inconvenience follows, and we 
and our pals are oftener than we like deprived of each other’s society 
and services, most high-handed. 

At a meeting held here last week we passed the following resolu- 
tion on the ‘snbject (unanimous and ate applauded): ‘‘ Resolved, 
that this ‘meeting is of opinion, after sendin its newspaper regular, 
that attorneys is getting even worse than they was in the days of 
Dodson'& Fogg, and must be put down prompt, particular in the 
debt collecting and costs line, and that some influential and sympa- 
thetic gentleman (the commissioner, of course, for choice) be asked to 

ide over a meeting to be held here to carry out the same, and 
that full ee be voted for the purpose, Also that a copy of this 
resolution be sent. to the aforesaid commissioner.” i 

Now, sir, we do not know our learned friend’s addrés#}‘and as we 
have been told as how you have some letters on the subject, we think 
this: here letter will be a suitable way of bringing our resolution 
before the commissioner, and letting him know (whatever the opinion 
of your readers may be, which you must own is likely to be a bit 
biassed) that he has a following in the country prepared to give him 
a h welcome at any time, or send a deputation to his court 
to thank him in person. If we do this would you get someone 
to head a subscription list to pay expenses, as times are very bad 
through the squire having shot up his covers much earlier than usual 
this season.— We are, Sir, yours obedient, 

WILLIAM Stock, 
SAMUEL Lock, 
PETER BARRELL, 
_ _ Hon. Secretaries of the Society for the Finishing off of 
; Attorneys and Debt Collectors, 
Cheshire, Jan, . 23. a eae os 


that a document existed, th 
not see an my be suggest the existence of such a document. ce 
was p on the accounts, but there was nothing in them inconsistent 
with mere co-ownership. However that might be, there was far too little 
for the court to act upon, and, therefore, that interrogatory could not 
stand by itself. 

Livptzy and A. L. Smirn, L.JJ., concurred.—Cocnset, Astbury ; 
Maberly. Soxtcrrors, Boote ¢ Edgar, Manchester; Crofton, Craven, ¢ 
Worthington, Manchester. 

(Reported by Azwo.p Grover, Barrister-at-Law. } 


Re HUME, FORBES v. HUME—No. 2, 2ist and 22nd January. 


Cuanrry—Girt py Witt or Resipvary Reat anp Psrsonan Estate 70 
Cuanrry supsect to Lire Inrarests— Dgaru or Tserareix AFTEE 
Passinc or Morrmam Act, 1891—MoaTmam anp Cuarrrante Uses 
Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 42), s. 4 (2), (3)—Monrmwatn anp CuaniTants 
Usgs Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vior. c. 73), 8. 5. 


Appeal from a decision 
ann was taken out 









the determination life estates given by 
ie seeder Cain pee Saas in aoe 
1890, devised and her residuary real and personal estate 
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to trustees, upon trust either to retain the same in its actual state of 
t, or to sell and convert the same into money, with 
to such sale and conversion for 
should think fit. The testatrix then, after gi 
created certain life interests in the residue, directed that, upon the 
ion of i ee the henge lee ha 
thereof as might y applicab purpose, should 
er teen to the charity known as the Croydon Rescue ad 
Association, and in case such charity should have ceased to 
to the Croydon Fan pon and, subject as aforesaid 
trustees should hol whole of her resid: 
plaintiff. The testatrix died on the 6th of March, 1892. 
of the ‘Mortmain Acf, 1888, it was enacted that ev 
any charitable uses ‘“‘ must be made 
in possession for the charitable uses to or for the benefit 
made immediately from the making thereof.’’ Sub-section (3) provides 
that, except as therein mentioned, the assurance must be without any 
power of revocation, reservation, condition, or provision for thé benefit of 
the assurer or of any person claiming under him. The plaintiff con- 
tended that the requirements of these sub-sections’ must be complied 
with, notwithstanding the Mortmain and Charitable Uses Act, 1891 
that the gift*to the charity therefore failed as to such part of 


: 


residuary estate as consisted of land. The Mortmain and Charitable Uees 
Act, 1891, was passed on the 5th of August, 1891, and the 
wills of testators dying after that date. Section 5 that ‘‘ land 


may be assured by will to or for the benefit of any charitable use, but, 
except as hereinafter provided, such land shall, notwithstanding anythi 
in the will contained to the contrary, be sold within one year from the 
death of the testator,’’ or euch extended period as may be determined as 
therein mentioned. For the Croydon Rescue and Preventive Aseociation 
it was contended that this tection was inconsistent with’ section 4 (2) and 
(3) of the Act of 1888, and must be treated as having repealed those sub- 
sections ; and that the charitable gifts took effect under the Act of 1891. 
It was decided by Stirling, J., that assurances of land y will to or for 
the benefit of'a charitable use under section 5 of the Act of 1891 were not 
subject’ to the restrictions contained in section 4of-the Act of 1888; and 
that, therefore, the e to the charity of the real estate, although rever- 
tionary, was valid. The plaintiff appealed from that decision. 

Tus Court (Lord Hatssurny, and Lixpiey and A. L. Sura, L JJ.) 
dismissed the appeal with costs. 

Lord Hatssvry eaid that the question turned entirely on the construc- 
tion of section 5 of the Act of 1891. The Act of 1888, which consolidated 
the statutes relating to mortmain, dealt with alienation of ‘land for charit- 
able uses by deed inter vivos, the only mode in which it could then be 
alienated for charitable uses, save as to certain excepted cases. On account 
of such exceptions it was neceseary, in the definition of the word ‘‘ assur- 
ance’’ in eection 10 of the Act of 1888, to introduce terme applicable to a 
will. Under theget of 1888 there was power t6 make by d@ée@’an‘aliena- 
tion of land for charitable purposes, subject to the various restrictions 
mentioned in s«ction 4 of that Act. But then came the Act of 1#91, which 
altered the whole condition of things; it was a new d . Under 
that. statute any one could do what he liked as regarded land by 
will for charitable purposes, but when the disposition had*been made the 
subject-matter had to be turned into personal property within roe 
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months. Section 5 of the Act of was eC 

previous leg D n 4 of the Act of 1888 
were plicable and was now to Be ie by will, though it was 
to be wi one year turned into money to the of applying 


in particular cases for a postponement of’ con 
that that enactment was passed the i of remy tomy mort- 
main was gone. The whole tenor of the le; tion was t, and it 
was impossible to fasten on the 5th eection of the Act of 1891 the reetric- 
tions imposed by the 4th section of the Act of 1888, which was dealing 
with a different subject-matter and under a different state of the law. 

Lipsey and A. L. Surrn, L.JJ., delivered j it to the same effect. 
—CounseL, Hastings, Q.C., and A. Young ; Buckley, Q.C., and Eve ; Dibdin ; 
Mulligan. Soxxcrrons, Last ¢ Sons; 8. M. ¢ J. B. Benton; West, King, 
Adams, § Co. ; Patey ¢ Warren. 

‘Reported by W. SHattcross Gopparp, Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re CHAPMAN, FREEMAN v. PARKER—No. 2, “Ist January. 


TrusTEE— UNREASONABLE Acts—V2ExATIOUS AND UNsusTIFIABLE Conpuct— }! 


LiaBiLiTy yor Costs THEREBY [NoURRED. 


Appeal from an order of North, J. <A testatrix, who died in 1871, 
bequeathed the income of a fund to herold servant, Mrs. Freeman, for her 
life, and after her death to her niece, Miss Ann Freeman, for her life. 
Subject to those life interests the capital of the fund was given to 
other persons. The testatrix appoin two trustees of the will, one 
of whom, Mr. Francis Parker, was the acting trustee. During the 
life of Mrs. Freeman the income was duly to her by Mr. Parker. 
Her niece, Miss Ann Freeman, who lived with her, carried on corre- 
spondence with Mr. Parker in relation to her aunt’s income. 
on Mrs. Freeman’s death, Miss Ann Freeman informed *Mr. 
that she was going to reside with a married sister, 
paid to her.the income of the fund until 1891,’ when 
entertain a suspicion that the real Miss Ann 
never seen personally, was dead, and that the person: to 
been paying the income was an impostor. He 
adduced to satisfy him that such was not the case. 
eee Seen SOS Stee ee to 
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the costs 






cofbented th the trustee’ 
ne we cg ge be satisfied — 
dissen: rom. proposition. appellant 
eke 


in a 
en were ac , and his could see no ground why they 
pompelg rn bey Pompton yf 


matters upon which Mr. had based his objections were absolutely 
Of ho welaus. Ho 01d net Silat is On agente ee ee es 
; it was 






i fall either o 
unfortunate if the 
other parties 


to pay them. 
Lrvpiey, L.J., was of the same opinion. His lordship had not a word 
to say against Mr. Parker’s honesty, but a trustee might be honest and 


yet unreasonable. From over-caution or some other cause he might act 
unreasonably ; and if, as in this case, his conduct was so unreasonable as 
to be vexatious, oppressive, or otherwise w unjustifiable, and he 
thereby caused his cestwis que trustent expense would not otherwise 
have been incurred, the trustee must bear caagearanS ae - 
: YF 
had acted on a right principle. His lordship thought that the costs of 
the appeal should be taxed as between solicitor and client. | 

A. L.-Srra, L J., concurred.—Counsat, Swinfen Eady, Q C., and BR. J. 
Parker. Soxicrtors, Arkeoll, Cockell, § Chadwick. 

[Reported by W. Suatioross Goppanp, Barrister-at-Law.) 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


BALLARD v. MILNER—Chitty, J., 19th January. 
Op Apsrinistration Surr—No Decrrs maps—Fonps 1x Covrt—Panrtins 
ENTITLED—PertiTion For Inqutntss—INaBItity TO TRACE RerrtsEwra- 
TIVEs OF TesTaTor’s ExgecuTors—RB&vIVOR DISPENSED WITH. 


This was an administration suit commenced in by against 
the testator’s rapes The ated they — 
certain moneys hands, were direct an order , 1860, 
cay gash aoete s into court. One executor gs £146 into 


court. The oti 2 cacouter male ne yagment, ahs canta Sa ae 
fous tine to tine eee disobedience to the order. No 
decree was ever made in the suit, and, with the exception of the above 
mentioned committal orders, nothing was done. In April, 1894, 
pockingetpe rede Be gmey tion presented by 

De on who claim 









ound 
asked that the in t be prosecuted without revivor. 
, Currry, abe py = 


[Reported by G. Row.axp Atstox, Barrister-at-Law.} 


CHAPMAN », LOFTUS —North, J , 19th January. 
Costs—Summons were Perrrion Necxssany—PayM8nxT OUT TO ONE 
Trusres. 


This was a petition under the following circumstances: Thomas Alex- 


ander Loftus, by his will the 22nd of May, 1874, gave one son 
of £10,000, and £4,000 to the trustees of the settlement of « married 
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ed the residue of his estate to all his children equally. The 
Saated died the 27th of goog > Swit one son and six daughters 


The son _ on the October, 1894, without oon or having 


surviving. 
been married. fed by" Se hie share of the hich was 
se z13, 0 London ame Stock 


ita teasttas separate account) in. pneenan ed aes 
tae contained in the will. “tli te to the court was made by 
| ousees in Se, Saat eee the chief clerk dismissed, on the 









cing now presente 
2 coals of Hoe summons. 


He irect payment 0 
oaed ees that cithe: a new trustes should Soa eppointed. or the share 
Fa pete mene account.—CounsgL, 4. Si. John Clerke. Soxtcrrors, 


fanaa by G. B. Hamixror, Barrister-at-Law. | 


MACKINTOSH v. POGOSE—Stirling, J., 4th, 5th, and 6th December, and 
16th January. 


Post-nvurTiaAL Sstrtement—Proviso as To Cesszrn or INTEREST IN CASE 
or Banxrurtcy—Banxrvrptcy or Setrior or part or Trust Property 
> amg 3 or Marnren Women’s Prorgrty Act or 1882. 


This case has been reported in part in the Soxicrrons’ Journa. of 
December 15, 1894. Stirling, J., at the trial reserved judgment on the 
pleintif’« alternative ei. i.e., ’<* For a declaration that the provision in 

er of the debtor's life interest in the event of 
his eiaaloaetey was void as against the plaintiff as trustee ne Senivenpia 
of the y of the debtor.’’ The facts Re po Be pear from 
fede earved judgment, which was delivered on the Toth o of January, 
; é t-nuptial settlement 
dated the _ of June, 1884, is a settlement aie in favour of a purchaser 
‘ogose) in good faith and for valuable consideration within the 
meaning ~ caine 47 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, and consequently is 
the plaintiff, the trustee in bankruptcy of Mr. Pogose. 
The further question remains whether the provision in the settlement for 
the cesser o rs the life interest thereby given to Mr. Pogose on his 
void as against the plaintiff as to the income of the 
comprised in or made subject to the settlement. Age rom | 
married in 1883 without any settlement being made, but 
Married Women’s Property Act of 1882 all the lady’s property 
@ was entitled at the time of her marriage became her separate 
after the eg = and Mrs. Pogose went to India, and 
‘ogose’s separa’ rty was remitted tc her there, and 
er into aahen ae ot er husband, not so as to become his 
, but subject to some obligations on his , and in my 
clearly bound to return the said property in some form nd 
these circumstances the fo tay of the 2nd of June, 
executed. It recites that the wife had lent 51,000 rupees 
Se Se husband, that he had only repaid 16, 000 rupees, 
inde to her in the balance of 35,000 rupees, and that the 
said settlement was executed by him in discharge of this debt. The wife 
brought into settlement the said sum of 16,000 rupees, and the husband 
divers securities and other property of his own, the nature of which it is 
not neceseary for me to deal with more particularly. The truste were in 
ordinary form, but it was expressly provided that if the husband should 
bankrupt, or should attempt to assign or charge the income of the 
funds, his interest therein should immediately cease. I now have to 
ether or not this provision is valid as against the husband’s trus- 
in bankruptcy. Mr. Pogose became bankrupt on the 27th of April, 
Two questions were argued at the trial, i.c., rt) whether the trust 
invalid under the general rule of law, and. (2) whether it is rendered 


ath pe 
ea 


: 


i 


lt 


g 


fie 


py the provisions of section 3 of the Married Women’s Property Act, 
1882. rds question (1), the le is stated in a note to Wilson 
_— oor oy oh 471, at p. 481) as ows: ‘The alienor may, on 
alienation, Dankrapiey, but @ interest of his ales by a parece to take effect 

on bankrupt: it cannot, by contract or otherwise, his own 


pepe a like his principle has — frequen y agguet 
to marriage ts, and it is now settled law that in a marris 

ettler t of the income of the wite's_ property inf avour of her 
Geband until his bankrupl 00d, whilst a simi mast of the Income 

the husband's prope Derty is had (7 iwginbo = am VW. L106 88) ; t 

f the wife's property is pai d over to the usband and ‘not brought’ into 

Ast OF th ne DUsD nfs own propel in favour of himeelf 


Tene PGEIVED 





wie Simon 05). he princi Bp 18 ptated by 
one Whitmore v. Mason (23. & H., at p. 214; al reported 

10W. B.168) so respect to poet-nuptial settlements, there are, I believe, 
threedeci rted. i.c., Montefiore v. Behrens (1 Eq. 171), Hammonds 


ett (17 wet R. 78, 21 L. T.N. 8. 321), Learmouth v. Miller (2 Sc. App. 
peepee dealt with these three cases atlength, and proceeded :— 
None of these cases decison. 1 meets the question which anmses here, and wh 
now calls for a It is 
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clear — the mere ee of valuable 








ie cally apparent Cecmptiéne: 00: tate velo, for there 
the p property of the husband «being in eubstance the 
‘ property.of the wife. On the other hand, I cannot ver that those 
cases are to be confined to marriage settlements. The prin- 

I applies in all cases where the court can find a definite sum 
¢an.be appropriated as the wife’s property, and in all such cases 

sum is t to be frosted not, menely a6 consideration for the 





by her into settlement. - 





my j t such a definite sum can be discovered here—i.¢., the 
erg age ciglowk yr vpmabechage ee, and, Game 
exten’ perty the 

ne a 
ptcy. as to the effect of section 3 of the 
Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, which so far as material is in the 
words :— money or other eatate'of the wife lent or entrusted by her 





LR. Tr. 511), but Ee parte Tidewell wast not cited. Fenaest tal any 
subsequent authority, and sion © in Ex parte Tidswell the learned judge 


appears pears to have found great difficulty in coming to the conclusion at 
he ultimately arrived, I consider myself bound by the authority of 
that case, consequently this section 3 does not assist the plaintiff, 
Moreover, there is another difficulty. Part of Mrs. Pogose’s separate 
estate was, undoubtedly, at one time lent or entrusted to her husband, 
but it ceased so to be on the execution of the settlement of 1884, for it 
then passed into the hands of the trustees of the settlement. If, as I have 
held, the settlement was not to objection under the provisions of the 
Bankruptc tcy Act, shad: pose chad Ae wh AL wg me transaction falls 
within Ties snag of section 3 of the Married Women’s Property Act 
of 1882. erefore, I am of opinion that the plaintiff is enti cm) 





own risk to.an inquiry as to oo Ree ct the property brought into settle- 

ment by Mr. Pogose, but in all other respects the action fails, and the 

plaintiff must pay the costs down to and including the trial.—Counss., 

Graham Hastings, Q.0., and M. Muir Mackenzie ; Grosvenor Woods, Q.C., 

o i nciguatl Smith. Soxicrrors, Clement, Chase, $ Green ; Nash, Field, $ 
t 8 
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[Reported by Anruur Morrox, Barrister-at-Law.] 


BOTTEN v. THE CITY AND SUBURBAN PERMANENT BENEFIT 
BUILDING SOCIETY AND OTHERS—Stirling, J., 12th and 23rd 
January. 

Practice—Burmpmxe Socrsry—OConsrruction or Rutz as tro ‘ Wrru- 
DRAWALS ’—AcTION BY MgMEER OF Y—REPRESENTATION THAT 
HE SvED ON HIS OWN BEHALF AND THAT OF OTHER Meupers—Summons 
To AMEND. 


This was a summons in the above action taken out ) hg the defendants, 


eT 











oaiing: tes the » ntiff might # be ordered to pes b and statement 
- 5} = De ns % en 8 
re ety, w oted undies the Building l 
Societies Act of 1874 nd Phasing th of five ty per shares 
of £50 each. One of the rules of the society (rule 5) ws :— 


** Upon pe yes one month’s notice in writing to the secretary of his 
intention so to do, any member may withdraw his investments at any 
ces | meeting of the society, the amount to be repaid out of the moneys 
received from members in repayment of advances on the night for with- 
drawal, but should the repayments not be sufficient the balance shall be 
paid from the same fund on the next or ——. monthly night. If 
several members shall give notice to withdraw within any one month 
they shall be paid rata.”’ On the 20th of January, 1891, plaintiff 
gave notice cf withdrawal of his investments under this rule, and the 
notice became effective on the 20th of February, 1891. The directors of 
we society did not repay the sum, and plaintiff commenced, the above 
ac A Zain 
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f 0, on or be 41 BY ve notice of withdrawal / 

Seon tho debaianh ancea ead wie aul unpaid.’’ The plaintiff 
soughi inter elie) 0 declaration thet the mpesty of the socks ought to 
0 ~~ 5 mectively dus to nim na them if OtatIO CCOrUuing to 
re priority . che! pective notices 0O. PHhara Wa! hi summon 
askéd that the ~enptty be ordered to amend his writ and statement 
of claim b out. therefrom all passages therein whereby he (the 
plaintiff) was represented as suing or claiming Ma raparity otter tian his 
own.———_ 


The qe raised in the most a 
manner, but the _— course has this advan , a8 was onli 


tage 
chambers—i.¢., that it saves expense. Now it is said by the Gan that 
his notice of withdrawal, and the es if any, of all other tyre 
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claim is well founded, and this summons to amend must be dismissed with 
costs. —Counszn, Montagu Lush; C. E. Bovill. Soxtcrrons, Skipper §¢ 
Tucker ; Piesse § Son. 

[Reported by Anruurn Morton, Barrister-at-Law. } 
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High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. v 


HADLEY & SON v. BEEDOM (LEICESTER & ALLEN, Claimants)—16th and 

17th January. 

Buus or Sate Acr, 1878 (41 & 42 Vicr. o. 31), 8. 3—AssiGnMENT FoR 
Bexsyvir or Crepirors—Recisrration—Tiue Limit ror ASsENTING TO 
Dszp— Notices. 

This was an appeal from the decision of the judge of the Worcester 
County Court, who held that a certain deed of assignment made in favour 
of the creditors of a debtor was bad for want of a The question 
arose on an interpleader in which Leicester 


and Beedom the execution debtor. Hadley & Son a 
Beedom for £20, sued him, and obtained jadgment ong: Spore 



















A 
meeting of the creditors of Beedom having then taken place, and, it ha 
been resolved to accept a dividend of 7s. 6d. in the po a deed 
assignment was prepared, whereby the debtor purported to all his 

en ee yonpbae Fins: ite ths 
s. 6d. in the po to the creditors to pay the surplus (if any) to 
debtor ; and there w: proviso that 0 creditor should be entitled to 
; e ignil a trustee 




















tfustecs at any time to call upon any within i 
from the date of notice calling upon him to assent, and informing 

that he would be excluded if he did not assent within seven days, and, by 
notice to such creditor not assenting, to exclude him from all benefit under 
the deed, the trustees having at the same time power in their discretion 
to revoke and recall any such exclusion and to it any such creditor to 
the benefit of the deed upon subsequently receiving his assent thereto ; 
but the trustocs wore admit any credi hould 


iT Hehe 













Cy STUsSeC 0 assen’ 0 unis deed, Pp 
ent by execution, whereupon the question arose as to whether this 
was as against the execution creditor, it not having been 
tered under the Bills of Sale Act. Section 4 of that Act defines 
ill of sale, but expressly excludes from the definition ‘‘ assig 
jthe_benefit of e creditors of the person making or giving 
was contended he de Aine 8 exception, 
oon oe Sees the deetl was one in which every creditor oe oe 
t the opportunity to patticipate : tee ra _ v. Venn 
ey Exch. 290), Paine v. pe (53 L. T. Q. By, ; ‘ord ¥. Tuite 
exclusion of creditors 


(7 Ir. C. L. R. 917; and 









time was equivalent to the right of the trustee in bankruptcy to — service, and the 


the creditors to prove within a certain time. It was contended on behal 
of the execution creditor that the deed did not come within the exception 
(1) because it provided that the surplus should be id back to the 
debtor : R. v. Oreese (2 ©. C. R. 105), Wild v. Banning (L. R. 2 Eq. 577); 
(2) because it excluded all creditors who did not assent to it within a cer- 
tain time. Counsel argued that this was co from the anal of cases 
decided under section 192 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861: Berridge v. Abbott 
(13 C. B. N. 8. 507), Bz parte Morgan (11 W. R. 316), Dewhurst v. Kershaw 
(11 W. R. 315), Giddings v. Penning (L. R. 1 Exch. 323). 

uestion is 


Lawgance, J.—The county court judge was wrong. The 
whether this deed is a deed made for the benefit of all the 80 as 
to come within the exception mentioned in the 4th section of the Bills of 
Sale Act, 1878. Itis said that it is not, and that it is invalid for want of 
being registered under the Act as a bill of sale, because it excludes a 
certain c assent to the 


of creditors — namely, those who did 
a bundantly cl 


not 
three at il 
it he 























né a 


deed is 



















ixing of a time D which 5 must assent to the 
not an ae, is shewn by the Irish case, which I cannot dissent from. 
and which is clear on the point. The cases cited to the contrary are all 


cases in which some persons have been absolutely excluded. 

Kennzpy, J.—I am of the same opinion. If the deed is not for the 
benefit of all the creditors, if it excludes any class, then it is not within 
the exception of the 4th tection of the Act of 1878. But when you use the 
expression “‘ for the benefit of all the creditors’’ you must. remember that 

j & man cannot have a benefit f . , a you a 
@s the benefit of its provisions to everyone who chooses to 
execute it, and if that deed provides that every creditor shall receive 
+ notice of its existence, 60 that al. of them have an Opportunity 
in it, then the deed is for the benefit of all the creditors. This deed, 
itis true, contains a proviso which imposes a time limit within which 
) creditor must assent in order to reap the benefits of the instrument, and 


of] Gat Gus limit had not been accompanied b’ vision for notice wit 
id Leck Ase. ra OU De AIvorvetiicl 

* hall signif yas Boe ; 

presents ess he 8 ‘y his assent to presents 

/ within three months from the date of the of theee presents, he 

having had actual notice of theee presents.”” Therefore no one is excluded 


p is t 
ge, although 














































coun cour’ ud 

















reversed accordingly.—CounsgL, ; . Soxricrro Prior, 
Church, ¢ Adams ; Matton @ Cong; Tuan Vib. : 


[Reported by C. G. Wazaanan, Barrister-at-Law. | 





Solicitors’ Cases. 

Re A SOLICITOR, Ex parte THE INCORPORATED LAW sSOCIETY— 
Q. B. Div., 19th December and 2ist January. 
Sonicrron — ProrgssronaL Misconpvucr — Ngcticsnce— Dury To Apvimee 
Cirents as To ANY Lacat Responsrsrtrry—Discrstion or THe Court 
As To QuANTUM oF PUNISHMENT FoR NoT so pomNe—Losszs To Tuvst 

Founp — Bankruptcy. 
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is now holding, we are anxious to deal with the case as leniently as we 
can. We should be willing, therefore, to postpune the further hearing of 
the caee to give you an opportunity to consult your client and see whether 
an arrangement for the repayment of the money from the income he 
derives from these intments would be possible. The pro being 
assented to, the er hearing of the case was accordingly adjourned. 
On the case coming again before the court on the 21st ult., counsel for 
the respondent stated that ements op f proceedings had been taken against 
his client, who was therefore unable to make any offer for the repayment 
of theloan. He then proceeded to argue that the court bad discretionary 
to inflict what degree of punishment they thought fit. |Granrnam, 
-— Yes, that is so; you need not cite any cases in support of that con- 
tention.] He urged that it was from unavoidable circumstances alone, and 
not from any wrongful act, that his client was unable to take advantage of 
the offer of the court, and that his not being able to do so should not 
count against him. 
Pottocx, B.—We have carefully considered this case, and there is no 













doubt that it is a reriousone. A solicitor, whatever may be his other 
duties toward g ent, ought always to e client distinctly 

cqu ‘ ed with the legs Ww Of an sten he may tal ep. nthe presen 
case, as 0 bappens among farmers and others in the country, these 


trustees allowed trust money to remain in the hands of the solicitor; and 
it appears from the finding of the committee, and there can be no doubt 
that it was co, that the solicitor never informed them that by their so 
doing, if the money was from any cause lost, they might be made person- 
ally responsible. _ As it was, they appeared to be perfectly content to let 
the money remain in his hands, perhaps the more so because he was a 
solicitor holding local appointments and a man generally respected and 
trust The money bas since been merged in other money invested by 
him in land, and land having fallen in value, this money became lost to 
the fund. Those being the facts of the case, we cannot but say that this 
is a very serious matter. Where their clients are unacquainted with the 
law, solicitors should always be «xtremely careful to explain to them fully 
what their duty is. The respondent has been fifty years in the profession, 
and that time there is no evidence of a single charge having been 
made st his professional conduct, and that fact, coupled with the 
hon le offices he holds, makes us think—though our present conclu- 
sion must in no way be taken as affording in the least degree any pre- 
cedent—that it would be sufficient punishment to vindicate the duty he 
oes to his profession and to his client for us to eay that he should be 
from practising for three months. 

Granxtuam, J.—I am of the same opinion. I have had considerable 
difficulty in arriving at what ought to be done in this case for fear of 
doing, by chance, rome injustice to the respondent. I consider that the 
facts fully justify the finding of the committee that there had been pro- 
fessional misconduct, but, taking all the circumstances of the case into 
consideration, I think we should deal leniently with the respondent. In 
my ion there certainly was grave professional misconduct, and, 

, under no circumstances could a solicitor ever be justified in acting 
as he did. The order was that the solicitor be suspended for three months. 
—Counse., Hollams; Engtis > dion. A. eTton. 

[Reported by Ensxixe Rein, Batrister-at-Law. ] 








County Courts. 
HUGH-JONES +». NORTH—Liverpool, 14th January. 
-Fses or Arpirrator unpsr Lanps Cravuses Acts. 


This was an action by the official receiver in bankruptcy for the Chester 
aud North Wales district as trustee in the bankruptcy of James Cross, 
C.E., egainst Frederick North, the claimant in an arbitration under the 
Lands Claures Consolidation Acts, to recover the sum of £28 8s., being the 
fees due to James Cross for acting as the claimant’s arbitrator. The facts, 
which sufficiently appear from the judgment given below, were not in 
prs gow and the only evidence called was that of Mr. John Davies, surveyor 

uer, on behalf of the —— and Mr. Hartley, architect and 
or, on behalf of the defendant, who agreed in saying that the custom 
hat where the arbitrators disagreed and the umpire e the award 
‘ trators spouid each De paid t ) € 
anjess there was an arrangement that their fees should be charged 
By the umpire in his fees. Counsel for the defendant ed that an 
, arbitrator's fees were not legally recoverable, as they were 
of an honorarium, s there was an express promise to pay them, and 
there was no such ress promise in this case, and quoted the case of 

Vireny v Warne (4 Esp. 416). He also argued that the arbitrator’s fees 
pie have been included in the fees charged by the umpire, and should 
have been paid before the award was taken up, as section 34 of the Lands 
Clauses Conrolidation Act directed the promoters to pay the costs, and eec- 
tion 35 directed the arbitrator or umpire to deliver the award to the 

romoters. The official receiver relied upon the case of Crampton and Holt v. 
Pidley (20 Q. B. D. 48), which reviewed the previous canoe EBA bubenltted 
tht the case of Viranyv. Warne, which was decided in 1801, did not govern 
jerbitrations under the Lands Clauses Consolidation Acts, and that the 
judgment.of A. L. Sinith, J., in the case of Crampton v. Ria 

0 CW Ul OIUTatOr 8 Tecs I Wercuitic cases were lepally 
5 n greater force to an arbitration under the Lands 
ion Acts ; that an arbitrator’s fees had always been held 






























in @ higher position than counrel’s fees, for it had been held that they 
wére recoverable where an express promise had been made, but that a 
bartister’s fées could not be recovered even upon an express promise. 
Moreover;-an arbitrator's fees had always been eubject to taxation, and an 





exorbitant fee paid to an arbitrator on up an award could be 
recovered : Fernley v. Branson (20 L. J. N.S. 178), Barnes v. Hayward (1 
H. & N. 742). There was no case where a mere honorarium could be 
subject to taxation as between the receiving it and the Forty. paying 
it. He further argued that section 1 of the Lands Olauses Consolidation 
Act, 1869, read in connection with section 34 of the Act of 1845, shewed 
that the arbitrator’s fees should be included in the claimant’s costs and 
taxed as against the company, which was further evidence that the law 
recognized that the arbitrator might sue the claimant for the fees. 
Judgment was reserved. On the 17th inst. 

His Honour Judge Suanp delivered the following judgment :—The 

laintiff is the trustee in bankruptcy of James Cross, a civil engineer, and 
Coes the action the defendant, as executor and trustee of the 
late Mrs. Sarah Lloyd, to recover the sum of £28 8s., the amount of fees 
alleged to be due to James Cross for acting as arbitrator on behalf of 
defendant in an arbitration held under the Lands Clauses Consolidation 
Act. The defendant admitted that the amount claimed was fair and 
reasonable, but denied liability. The facts, which were admitted, were as 
follows :—In June, 1890, the Wirral Railway Co. gave defendant 
notice to treat for some land, and in September, 1892, defendant, having 
sent in his claim, wrote to Cross asking him to act as his arbitrator, and 
Cross consented. Defendant informed the company of this, and they 
appointed Mr. John Davies to act for them. The arbitrators, not being 
able to agree, appointed Mr. J. B. Fair, of Wigan,as umpire. A two days’ 
reference was then held, and in August, 1893, Mr. Fair made his award, 
which was taken up by the railway company. The umpire did not include 
Mr. Cross’s fees in his award ; and the defendant, in sending in his costs, 
did not include Cross’s fees, nor did he pay them. In September, 1893, 
Cross was adjudicated bankrupt, and the plaintiff, on being appointed 
trustee in the bankruptcy, applied to defendant for payment of these fees, 
and defendant re Tied that Mr. Fair would provide for them. Plaintiff 
did not write further until February, 1894, when he informed defendant 
that Mr. Fair had not provided for Crose’s fees ; and in themeantime defend - 
ant had sent in his costs against the company without including these fees. 
His honour considered that by plaintiff’s letter of October, 1893, the 
defendant was put upon strict inquiry whether these fees had been provided 
for, and that his reply had not relieved him from such inquiry. The 
evidence shewed that there was no obligation with Mr. Fair to include 
the arbitrators’ fees in his charges, and it was contended on behalf of the 
defendant that in the absence of an express agreement an arbitrator under 
the Lands Claures Acts was not entitled to sue for his fees, and that no 
implied agreement to pay the fees could be inferred. Plaintiff contended 
that defendant was legally liable. A large number of cases were referred 
to as bearing on the point. His honour eaid that, though he had some 
difficulty in arriving at a decision, he had come to the conclusion that 
the defendant's letter asking Cross to act for him as arbitrator was an 
implied promise to pay his fees. He therefore gave judgment for the 
plaintiff with costs.—Counset, Dr. D. P. Thomas. Soxscrrons, Simpson, 
North, § Co, Liverpool. The official receiver (Mr. Ll. Hugh-Jones) in 


person. 








LAW _ SOCIETIES, 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


In pursuance of the resolution passed at the adjourned annual general 
meeting, held July 15, 1881, to the effect that meetings of the society 
should be held in Jan and April, a special general meeting of the 
members of the society will be held in the hall of the society on Thursday, 
the 31st inst., at two o’clock precisely, to consider the subjects herein- 
after mentioned, and of which notice has been duly given :— 


BAL. 
Mr. Witu1am Goppen will move :— : 
*‘ That the council be requested to organize a subscription ball in lieu 
of the special general meeting in April next.’ 


County Courts. 

Mr. E. J. Trvstram will move :— Bs 

‘‘ That having regard to the increasing jurisdiction of county courts it is 
expedient to nominate a small committee of members conversant with the 
practice of these courts, with the view of from time to time submitting 
recommendations to the council ; such committee to consist of two mem- 
bers of the council (one of whom, if b preg my to preside at all conferences), 
and five unofficial members approved by the council.”’ 


Lone Vacation. 

Mr. F. Rowrzy Pasxgz will move, and Mr. H. E. Grissze will 
second :— 

(1) ‘That for the purpose of expediting litigation and diminishing 
expense it is desirable that the Long Vacation be abolished. 

(2) ‘‘That the council be requested to communicate this resolution to 
the Lord Chancellor, the Master of the Rolls, the Rule Committee, the 
Bar Committee, and the Chambers of Commerce, and to take such other 
steps as they think expedient to give effect to this resolution. 


—_—_—-— 


BOURNEMOUTH AND DISTRICT INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIE 


gecond annual meeting of this society was held in the 


The 
library, Avenue-road, 











emouth, on Wedneeday last week, when the. 
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report of the committee was adopted and officers of the society were 
elected for the ensuing year. 

In the evening the annual dioner of the members of the society and their 
friends took place at the Hédtel Métropole, Bournemouth, under the 
presidency of Mr. James Druitt, jun. (town clerk of Bournemouth). 
Covers were laid for thirty-two, and the following guests were present :— 
J. J. Hooper, Esq. (county court judge), A. Clavell Salter, Esq. (Western 
Circuit), W. J. Disturnal, Esq. (Oxford Circuit), G. B. Porter, Esq. 
of the South Australian bar, H. Salter Dickinson, Esq. (district 
registrar), G. b. Aldridge, Esq., and R. W. Meade, E Tke members 
of the society present included J. Ballard, Esq., D. M. Preston, Esq., R. 
Druitt, Esq., H. T. Trevanion, Esq , J. Wade, Eeq , J. M. French, sq, 
W. H. Druitt, Esq., C. J. Haydon, is L. Rumsey, Esq., T. E. 
Gossling, Esq., W. d’Angibau, Esq., E. Francis Francis, Esq., A. 8. 
Pratt, Esq., G. Heaton, Esq , A. Druitt, Esq , E. H. Bone, Esq., J. A. 
Cocker, Esq., C. E. Trevarion, Esq., and A. a Tzevanion, Esq. 





UNITED LAW SOCIETY. 


January 21—Mr. C. W. Williams in the chair.—Mr. G. D. Elliman 
moved : ‘‘ That the decision of tte Court of Appeal in the case of Schofeld 
v. Earl of Londeshorough was wrong.’’ Dr. C. Herbert Smith opposed, and 
Messrs. T. W. Weigall, Hubbard, Symonds, Miller, A. W. Marks, A. L. 
North, and C. W. Williams addressed the House on the motion. Mr. 
Elliman replied, and on a division gained a majority of 5. On Monday, 
January 28, Mr. Spence will move: ‘‘That the present tendency of the 
dram. in this country towards greater freedom in method and matter is 
desirable.’’ 


LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 


Law Srvpents’ Denatine Soctety.—Jan. 22—Chairman, Mr. Halliday 
Harcourt.—The subject for debate was, ‘‘ That the law relating to com- 
pany promoters requires drastic amendment.” Mr. R. L Devonshire 
opened in the affirmative; Mr. Wilkinson (in Mr. Westmacott’s absence) 
seconded in the affirmative. Mr. A. E. Clarke opened in the negative ; 
Mr. A. 8. Joseph seconded in the negative. The following members also 
spoke :—Messrs. Watkin, Gordon, Blagden, H. E. Miller, and Neville 

ebbutt. Mr. Devonshire having replied, and the chairman having 
summed up, the motion was carried by the casting vote of the chairman. 
The subject for debate at the next meeting of the society, the 29th of 
January, is, ‘‘ That realism is inconsistent with true art.”’ 


NEW ORDERS, &c. 
TRANSFER OF ACTIONS. 
Orper or Court. 
Wednesday, the 16th day of January, 1895. 
I, the Right Honourable Farrer, Baron Herschell, Lord High Chan- 
cellor of Great Britain, do hereby order that the actions mentioned in the 
Schedule hereto, shall be transferred to the Honourable Mr. Justice 
Vaughan Williams. 
SCHEDULE. 


Mr. Justice Currry (1895—M.—No. 134). 


Between David William Marwick (on behalf of himself and all other@ (if 
any) the holders of unsatisfied Debentures issued by the Defendants, 
The Colonial Debenture Corporation, Limited), Plaintiff, and the Right 
Honourable Thomas John Movell, Thurlow Bruce, Baron 
Thurlow, the Honourable Godfrey Ernest Percival Willoughby, and the 
Colonial Debenture Corporation, Limited, Defendants. 


Mr. Justice Srratine (1894—M.—3271). 

Between Alexander Maxwell (on behalf of himself and all other Debenture 
holders in The London and Provincial Tin Plating Company, eo 
Plaintiff, and The London and Provincial Tin Plating Company, Limited, 
Defendants. 

Henscuxx1, C. 








LEGAL NEWS. 


APPOINTMENTS. 

Sir Henry Burrorp Hancock, formerly Chief Justice of Gibraltar, has 
been appointed Chief Justice of Jamaica. 

Sir Epwarp Loveutiy O’Mattey, has been appointed Chief Justice of 
British Guiana. 

Mr. Jamzs T. Hurcutnson, late Chief Justice of the Gold Coast, has been 
appointed Chief Justice of Grenada. 

Mr. Sreruzn H. Garry, late Judge of the Supreme Court of the Straits 
Settlements, has been appointed Chief Justice of Gibraltar. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Disso.vurions. 
Francis Joun Cartex, Joun Onossy Griimons, Agruun JgrrEenar 





Mawer, and Joun Rocgrs Lioyp, solicitors (Clifton, Carter, & Co.), Bristol. 
Oct. 27. The said John Gilmore, Arthur Jefferay a, 
John Rogers Lloyd will practise in future under the style of Clifton & Co. 
Avgrst Hooxer, Marx Nosts Butrransuaw, Groros Cuantes Huonzs, 
Marx Noste Burransnaw, jun., and Epoar Bcrransnaw, 
(Hughes, Hooker, & Co.), Budge-row, London. Dec. 31. So far @s 
regards the said Ayerst Hooker. (Gazette, Jan. 18. 
J. H. Tuvasrrecp, Farpc. Mussrrar, J. Gro. Tuvusriatp, Wau. B. 
Tuursrrieip, solicitors (Thursfield & Messiter), Wednesbury. Dec. 31. 
So far as regards the said John Hunt Thursfield. [G@azetie, Jan. 22. 


GENERAL. 


It is stated that the MS. records of the Inner Tem which it has 
been resolved by the benchers of that society to print, dating from 1506, 
will not be brought down to the present time as previously stated, as it has 
been decided not to proceed with them later than the year 1750. 


The Judicial Committee of the Privy Council resumed their sittings on 
Taeeday. Their first list of causes, says the Times, contains 14 colonial 
and Inland for hearing—viz , from New South Wales 4, me 
2, Lower 2, and Queensland, Constantinople, Mauritius, North 
Western Provinces, Madras, and Oude leach. There are also nine judg 
ments to be delivered in cases argued before the vacation. 


On Wednesday Mr. Justice Grantham, on taking his seat, said it would 
be well if the bar understood the great inconvenience to which as ie 
= by the cases being left in the week’s list after they been 
9 le Hale Nat eqpeneed 1 warns tenant five ee es when 

e inspected it .yesterday at - wo it contained ve cases. 

had disap) P that hour. It was impossible for 
judges to do their satisfactorily as long as that state of things 
went on. 


? 


both Houses of Parliament, and also to the permanent secretary of the 
Lord Chancellor—viz. :—*‘ . : 


| 
| 
| 


by the Thames Conservancy é 
both of them local and private Acts, certain public Acts and — f 
Acts have been . In the opinion of the 

repealing public Acts of Par t by local and private Acts is — 
inconvenient and often misleading, they venture to that his } 
ship will take steps to prevent such a course being followed in future.”” ~ 


COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 
Rora ov Reoisrnars 1x ATrrewpaxoE oO” 








Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Currrr. Norta. 
Mr. Beal Mr. Pemberton 
Pugh Ward 

Beal Pemberton 
a 
Pugh Ward 

Mr. Justice M:. Justice 

Kexewicn. Romer. 

Mr. Leach Mr. Tamer 

Leach = ed 
Leach Farmer 
Godfrey Rolt 














Wakrninc To intenpinc House Purcnassas ann Lassges.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house have the Sanitary Arrangements 
Examined by an Expert from The Engineering Oo. (Carter Bros. 
65, Victoria-street, Westminster: Fee a London house 2 guineas; 
country by,arrangement. (Established 1875.)—[Apvz.] : 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 
BIRTHS. 
Evans.—Jan. 21, the wife of R. Y. Evans, solicitor, Cardiff, of a daughter. : 
Jacoss.—Jan. 21, at 25, Litheo-cend, N.W., the wife of Herbert Jacobs, of the Inner 
Tuourson.Jan. 17, at Belfont, Feltham, the wife of Walter Thompson, solicitor, of a 
daughter. D 


— N., Cross- 
Cnet Jan. wt | Heath io ete Stamford-hill, Abraham 





— — 





8) Razz Free Insvnawon Pozscrrs, &c., wanted to complete a 
Galiction.—Partiulars, by ler, to A: 1a, Theapaide, Louion. 






| 
a 
i 


“222 , THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





Jan. 26, 1895. 





— 





WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Fauivay, Jan. 18. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lamitep m CHancery. 
Cuvrna eens Dopwaee, Tameren_Coetiiess ave crc ~ ar before ig he Na: 4 one 
eghons, Austin Friars “ay 2. Newport, M Min Prameis & Oo Co, Newport, solors for 


nee tan Oe, ap a ey : SS Beans 3, te cond 
names addresses, pettieniany 0 or claims, ol Googe 
10, Helmeroft, Helmshore, Lancaster. Woodcock & Sons, Haslingden, solors for 


= & Co, Liurrep—Creditors are eat, on or before Feb 18, to send their names 
and addresses, and the their debts or claims, to John Ball Ball, 1, 


Gresham 

Mysore Reers Gotp Minrxe Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before March 1, 
to eend their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
tou, Goddard, 8 ( St George’s House, A Rak Francis & Johnson, 26, Austin Friars, 

solors for 

Pairstuax Brorusrs, Liuirep—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 16, directed to be 
heard on Jan 26. Gush & Eo 8, deg peed cireus, solors for petnrs. Notice of appearing 
must the above not jock in the afternoon of Jan 25 

ye et Entre Creditor are required, on or bebeld March 8, to send 

rs of their debts or claims, to James Dufton, 
4, ‘Gmavillece rr Sanya ull. Locking & Holdich, Hull, solors for liquidator 
m7Ts Brew 


Swixpow axp Ni enies, Liutteo -Petn for winding up, oaueeee Jan 

TT neape yl be heard on Jan 30. Norris & Son, 11, Gra s inn pl, solors for petner. 

pena | ‘| spyearing must reach the abovenamed not later en six o’clock in the after- 
noon fan 29 


Tusutarn Fraxe Wacox Co, Linrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 15, directed 
to be heard on Jan 26. Stibbard & Co, 21, Leadenhall st, solors for tper. Notice 
of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than six o’clock in the afternoon of 
Jan 

Ustmirep m CHancery. 
Byxer Baiper ne i ape are required, on or before March 5, to send their names 
lars of their debts or claims, to ‘the liquidators, care 
of Thomas 3s. ‘osley st, Newcastle upon Tyne. Gibson & Co, Newcastle 
upon Tyne, po ey for the liquidators 

Kinesvee Cotrroxs Mitt Co—Petn for the continuance of the voluntary winding up, pre- 

sented Jan 12, ms Notice ot heard on Jan 30. - eS Th 4, ; B: dford row, 
of ap; must reach the abovena: not later six 
Seas avatar et us " 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
- . Oaper or Comicat Fettows, South-Eastern Unity, 33, Newcomcn st, Borough. 
jan 
Crarsrooxe New Farexpiy Sociiry, Royal Oak, Claybrooke, Leicester. Jan 12 


London Gasette.—Turspay, Jan. 22. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Louarep mm Caancerr. 


apaly bo Exuierrion, 1893, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 14, to 
ees ad , and the RON of G their debts or claims, to Henry 


Sve - ER for presented Jan 14, directed to be 
Beale & Co Co, 28, Gt George st. w= F merneg solors for petners. Notice 
cond took the Foal ee not later than 6 o'clock in e afternoon of 


Ors han Lanp Sywxpicate, hap Cudieom are required, on or before Feb 11. to send 
e particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr Philip 
Arderne Latham, 15, St Helen “ OL Slaughter « May, Austinfriars, solors for liqui- 


Joux Heturninetron & Sons, Linirep (nmiatebanes 12Tn Serremser, 1890, ano BEING 

THE = Company OF THAT Name)—Creditors are required, on or before March 11, to 

and addresses, and the particulars uf their debts or claims, to Messrs 

ohn MeQueen and Clement Vincent Haworth, Vulcan Works, Pollard st, Manchester. 
Aadlehos & Warburton, Manchester, solors to the liquidators 

a pao aaa Ce, Luurep— ope “adhe re d, = wafers March 6, to send 

Tresses, an cu of their debs or claims, to Mr Thomas 

Heywood, Salem ter, Oldham Booth, Oldham, solor for liquidators 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fruivay, Jan. 11. 
en Lower mn, Lambeth, Dairyman. Feb 9. Morgan v Gray, Chitty, J. 
Horr, Siveey fe Bo. Cardiff, Hotel Manager. Feb 13, Mathias vy Hunt, Stirling, J. 
Jarnpive, Ja iverpool, retired Draper. Feb 11. Graham y Miller, Kekewich, J. 
Janpine, Jane, Powfoot Annan, Dumfries. Feb 11. Graham v Miller, K+kewich, J. 


Roocrorr, Jonx “ Lancaster, Farmer. Fcb 11. Rooeroft vy Roocroft, 
es = Liverpool verpool. er, Liverpool 


London Gazette-—Torspay, Jan. 15. 
Dawns, Ropext, Lincoln, Brewer. Feb 20. Dawber v Dawber, North, J. Tweed, 


Dopp, Tuomas, Crumlin eemnenth, Retired Innkeeper. Feb 23. Dodd v Dodd, Keke- 
yee Epwarp Beara myN, Portsea, Hants, Merchant. Feb8. Kirton v Platt, 
Wa Wiis, Hikeston; Derby, Grocer. Feb 27. Robinson vy Wade, Kekewich, J. 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Dax or Cram. 
London Gazetie—Turspay, Jan. 15. 
Arrwoop, Manrsa, Euston rd; Hotel Proprietress Feb 16 Smith, Euston rd 
Baxxs, Tuomas, Preston, Coal Merchant Feb 16 W Banks & Co, Preston 
Biacwrs, Sauvex, Edge, Builder Feb 10 Brassey, Chester 


Cunistiz, Honourable Cuinvorrs, Cheltenham Feb 28 Winterbothams & Gurney, 


: 


Cotman, Louisa, Bristol Marl Spofforth, Bristol 

Cvotanay, Mania Caroniwe, St Helen’s grdns Jan 30 Wilkinson & Son, Bermondsey st 
Dyer, Juiia, Brighton Feb26 Welsford, Brighton 

ee Tomas, Harbottle Castle, Esq Febi1 Shortt & Fenwicke, New. 


Greasox, trig Bingley Marchi10 Weatherhead & Knowles, Bingley 

Haut, Mary, Burslem Feb2i Tomkinson & Co, Burslem 

Hawvyent, Sopmta, Norwich Feb9 Garerd Hill, Norwich 

Hotae, Geoner, Blackburn, Grocer Feb16 Easthams & Holme, Clitheroe 

Howakp, Isasetta Constance, Earl’s Court March 15 Minet & Co, King William st 
Jupp, Witu1am, Wonston, Gent Feb12 Bowker & Son, Winchester 

Kay, Witu14m Jouy, Halifax Feb27 England, Halifax 

Kine, Aayes Jaxx, Hayes Feb18 Woodbridge & Sons, Uxbridge 

Lipstong, Rosert Garpener, E Plymouth, Gent. March 25 Gill, Devonport 

May, Evrzapern, Liverpool Feb9 Stanistreet & Sweny, Liverpool 

McDeemorr, Paraicx Joseru, Draper Jan 31 Cole, Liverpool 

Meex, Tuomas, Newcastle upon Tyne, Builder Feb 14 Shortt & Fenwicke, Newcastle 


yO 4 Fratton Feb ii Glanville, Portsea 

Powe.t, Hexry St Jou, Cirencester Feb15 White & Sons, Bedford row 

Russe.t, James Warp, Bournemouth, Esq Feb15 Iliffe & Co, Bedford row 
Smorrocx, Marcaret, Alston Feb15 Ascroft, Preston 

Srery, Ceom,, Ladbroke sq, Merchant Feb15 Debenham & Walker, Gresham bldgs 
Srepuexs, Catnerine, Ryde Feb15 Dashwood, Ryde 

Surroy, Danie. Sterne, Basford Jan 24 Challinors, Hanley 

Taytor, Avice Fanny, Chingford Feb12 Wilkinson, North Walsham 

Trowas, Joseru Davies, Mawgan in Meneage Feb11 Tyacke, Helston 

Tuomursox, Taomas, Burgess Hill, Stationer Feb 29 Worrell, Coleman st 

Warsoy, Josern, Langley, Farmer Feb 18 Woodbridge & Sons, Uxbridge 
Wires, Cussheuns Feeperxe Avousre, Leeds March 1 Simpsons & Denham, 


London Gazette.—Frivay, Jan, 18. 
Arxix, Wituram Henry, Birmingham, Saw Maker Jan 31 Smith, Birmingham 
Benrrrecp, Cuaries Turner, Headingley, Gent Feb 28 Ford & Warren, Leeds 
Brooks, Carnouixe, Smethwick, Fishmonger Feb7 Griffiths, Bedford row 
Cam, Josern, Sheffield, Skate Manufacturer March 2 Broomhead & Co, Sheffield 
Caxy, Wiriuiam, Wymondham, Esq Jan 31 Howlett & Groom, Wymondham 
Curr, Rosert Caps, Portishead, Chemist Feb17 Hutchison & Cuff, Chancery lane 
Dewmayx, Tuomas Arrcuisoy Baron, Stony Middleton March18 F & H Taylor, Bake- 
Exooop, | Wisstam, Hampstead, Solicitor March 1 Elgood & Moyle, Lincoln’s inn 


fields 
Farnuurst, Ricnarp March1 Pedley, Crewe 


Fatxinver, Matitpa, Tydd St Mary Feb1 Mossop & Mossop, Long Sutton 
Feymax, Stepuen Gitpert, Bedford pk, Gent Feb19 Withall & Co, Westminster 
Futverron, Exiza Fanny, Chagford Feb15 Baker & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Gwitt, Haxxanu Jacksoy, Sth Wimbledon Mari Ward & Son, Norfolk st 

Hat, Jony, Burslem, Blacksmith Feb 21 Tomkinson & Co, Burslem 

Harpixc, Gzorce, Wem, Farmer Mari Pedley, Crewe 

Haywoop, W11114M, Hamilton trree, Civil Engineer Mar4 Paines & Co, St Helen's p 
Howarp, Cosmo Ricuarp, Glouces pl, Esq Feb9 Freshfields & Williams, Bank bldgs 
Kennepy, Tomas Stuart, Wetherby March 25 Marshall, Leeds 

Kirsnaw, Euity, Malvern Feb10 Campbell & Lyttelton, Warwick 

Lacey, Witi1am, Leicester, Hosier Feb 28 Haxby & Co, Leicester 

Lawson, James, Peckham, Gent Marchi Gilynes, Mark lane 

Nenit, James, Sunderland, Surgeon Feb16 Lewis, Middlesborough 

Pituixe, Jonx, Colne, Machinist March 1 Carr & Sons, Colne 

Pirrs, Alexey, Birmingham,Gent Jan 31 Smith, Birmingham 

Provis, Groror Stanton, Ebury st, Esq Feb 23 Young & Co, Poultry 

Rastrick, Mary Ann, Thornaby on Tees Feb 27 Faber & Co, Stockton on Tees 
Rivecxer, Ex1zase'rn, St John’s Wood Feb8 Ray & Miers, Gt Portland st 
Roprxts, Epwarp Wetcu, Tranmere, Gent Feb 16 Thompson & Hughes, Birkenhead 
Rupp, Joux, Broomfleet, Farmer Feb8 England & Son, Goole 

Saunxpers, Eanzst, Slough, Photographer Feb 16 Webb & Co, Essex st 

Suaver, Henry Tunixe, Tooting, Artist March1 Smith & Gorringe, Holborn 
Sreeix, Taomas, Shavington cum Gresty, Brickmaker March 25 Hill, Crewe 
Tomurnsoy, Ex1za, Stretford Feb28 Chapman & Co, Manchester 

Wi.xivsoy, Many Ayn, Gateshead March 1 Armstrong & Sons, Newcastle on Tyne 
Wi sow, Matitpa, Manchester March9 Diggles & Ogden, Manchester 


London Gaszette.—Turspay, Jan. 22. 
Arxixson, Frances, Brighton’ Feb 22 Harker, Brighton 
( Baupocx, Exizapeta Many, Grosvenor pl Feb 28 Loxley & Co, Cheapside 
Banoven, Atyrep Roseat, Brixton rd, Solicitor Feb 20 Mason & Edwards, Liacoln’s 


Barr, Marcargt, West Derby Feb 26 Pride, Liverpool 

Bescarp, Cuanes Jonny, Eling,Gardener Marl Coxwell & Pope, Southampton 
Batoas, Tuomas, Clitheroe, Yeoman April1 Baldwin & Co, Clitheroe 

Burr, Gzorcz, Connaught st, Coal Merchant March 2 Desborough & Co, Finsbury 
Gusadeen Nenie Bianca, Ketton Feb28 Oldman & Co, Old Serjeants’ inn 

Crarx, Geores, Hanoversq March1 Hubbard & Co, Cannon st 

Countgpe, Sem, Milton under Wychwood, Carpenter Feb28 Wilkins & Toy, Chipping 


Denwis, Fanny Gawrnrey, Gt Torrington Feb 28 Seldon, Barnstaple 
Dowson, Hensznt, Mincing lane Feb 23 Dowson & Co, Bedford row 





Duxxeauzy, Auraep, Whalley Range, Cashier March 6 Lloyd & Davies, Manchester 
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Gov.p, Rosset, Handsworth, Pawnbroker Feb 21 Ansell & Ashford, Birmingham Purtirs, BexJaurx, Fishmonger March 1 Hanne, Lavender hill 
@aoss, Maniax, Thursford Feb 23 Jones & Son, Colchester Pirxertoy, Gzoraina, Radipole March? Andrews & Co, Weymouth 
Jacxsox, Micuaxt, Worcester, Gent Feb 25 Stallard & Turner, Bedford row Russet, Percy, Merton March 2 Woodbridge, Surrey st 
Jorr, Kzrtx, Cheltenham, Lieutenant Colonel Jan 29 Bubb & Co, Cheltenham Surru, Caancas, Stonehouse,Gent Marchi Witchell & Sons, Stroud 
Mucxexxat, Annie Frances, Knighton March18 Harvey & Clarke, Leicester Stoxx, Gzorciana Jane, Windsor Feb20 Woodforde, Red Lion sq 
Masrens, Joux, New Bilton March 1¢ Wratislaw, Rugby Ta.sor, Hon Marcarert, Eastbourne Feb 25 Lindus & Bicknell, Cheapside 
Muznay, Lavra, Brighton Feb 25 Burch & Co, Spring gar Tayor, Faxwy, Ditham, Norfolk Feb 20 Wilkinson, North Walsham 
Myers, Cuarntzs Atreep, Deal Feb 21 Wilks, Deal ‘Trrueniper, Cusnizs, Winchester Feb 28 Bailey & White, Winchester 
Newman, Jutta Hewererta Camrina, Cheltenham Feb 23 Gale, Cheltenham Trrugnives, Exrix, Winchester Feb 28 Bailey & White, Winchester 7 . 
Nonurvoroy, Axx, Preston Feb? Thompson & Oakey, Preston Trrugaives, Joseru, Winchester, Gent Feb28 Bailey & White, Winchester i 5 
OverTox, Epcar, Coventry, Surgeon March 14 Woodcock & Co, Coventry Ww. Wituam, Terrington St Clement, Farmer Feb 12 Welchman & Carrick., 
Pernt, Samvet, Tottenham, Licensed Victualler Feb 22 Mackrell & Co, Cannon st Worxmax, Jonn Woopnorre, Reading, Surgeon Mari Slade, Wallingford 
Wartxixs, Joun Cua Purturs, Hexry, Ang Saddler Jan 28 at 11.15 \ 
BANKRUPTCY NOTICES, ts Cuanias, Grosmont, Mon, Innkeeper | Purtiirs, Haxar, Angmering, Seid | 
London Gasette—Fatway, Jan. 18. Woonuran, Wiis Heway, Coventry, Undertaker | Paris, Wituiam Eowm, ‘Lisnelly, Jan 26 ab 
RECEIVING ORDERS Coventry Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 14 5 i 11.30 02 Be, 2, Gap 6, Gone 
; The f amended notice is substituted for that | P#!DBAUx, Anna, Touma don $5.06 30-00 
Auax, James, Kentish Town, Gent High Court Pet ? Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Deo 15 Ord Jan 15 slot oes | Beane pone = mtg Eg Bn Revsoy, Iaiacy Tallaative, Cumb, Farmer Jan 29 at 3 
—~—tamaseo , Northampton Pet Dee 4 4 Rosrxsox, Geonor, Crowle, Merchant Jan 2% at 3 Of 
Ansyennne, Lom, + rn Pawnbroker Bradford Pet | The f amended notice is substituted for that pub- Tree lane, Sheffield 
‘an an vail 


Ree, 
’ the London Gazette of the ist Jan. Stanton, Wednesbury, Instrument Dealer Jan 
ARNOLD, Ee we, Glam, Widow Swansea | Wiisow, Rosser, Barrow in Furness, Fruiterer Ulverston Sat ll Of 


Pet Jan 2 7 Ord Dec 28 Srevi Witi1am Gornz, Paignton, Chemist Jan 29 at 
Bacxnouss, Exizasetn, Macclesfield, Confectioner Mac- 3 it Aeon 5 
clesfield PetJan15 Ord Jan 15 FIRST MEETINGS. Tuomas, Joux, Mason Jan2at12 Off Reo, 
Batvock, Ext, Retford, Builder Lincoln Pet Jan 16 3 High st, Merthyr Tyafil i 
Ord Jan 16 ee mY Bury, Letter-press Printer Jan 25 at 11 Warassy, Joun, , Licensed Victualler Jan 25 at - 
Baxaxpaut, Lister, Brighouse, China Dealer Halifax Bolton 8 I ‘ood 
Pet Jan15 Ord Jan 15 Arrrer, Georcz, Southampton, Monumental Mason Jan Weasel Wns Higuee, Coventer, Oniextober Jan 
Beatriz, Wituiam Caatuers, Wakefield, Licensed Vic- 2ati2 Of Bon, 4, os =. 28 at 12. Reo, 17, Hertford st, Coven 
tualler Wakefield Pet Jan1i Ord Jan 11 ar Kpwarp, and Mary Euizanera Baxxer, Mount- | Warour, Josera, Leeds, Grocer Jan at li Off Ree, 
Buicas, Bowne, Ilkeston, Grocer Derby Pet Jan 14 ford, Coal Merchants Jan 28 at 12.40. Off Reo, 17, 22, Park row, Leeds : . 
0 an 14 Hertf 
Cuampers, Faanx Henry, Notti ham, Tobacco Cutter oe China Dealer Jan 26 at ADJUDICATIONS, 
Nottingham PetJani4 Ord Jan 14 12 Of chmbrs, Halifax Axpersox, Henry, South Norwood, Commercial Traveller 
CuarLesworts, James, Kingston upon Hull, Auctioneer | Bivonam, CaTuerure, Strand, Spinster Jan 25 at 12 Croydon Pet Jan 10 Ord Jan 14 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Jan 2 Ord Jan 15 ArTrRE Southampton 


st 
is, Gore 
Cunicu, Rosert Joszrn, West Bridgford, Smith Notting- Brexseck, arch Brough, Farm Labourer Jan Pet Jan 11 Grd Jan 16 
Conx, Wrutiax Haxnr, St John's Wood, Grover High | Bov Tuouas, Doncaster, Tailor Jan %at4 Of Sedna et don is: Ord dan 15. Rage 
urt ov an 15 Ree, LDOC:! Retford, Builder Lincoln an 
Covurisu, Tom Gzorce, Goole, Painter Wakefield Pet | Bar Epwakp, Iikeston, Grocer Jan 2at4 Off Rec, ~ Ord Jan 


gd plas Fe pote Banzetr, Joux, Bolton Bolton Pet Oct 12 Ord Jan 14 
Crane, Jaune, Wet m, Gent Nottingham Pet Dee | Brows, Heway, Jan 2% at 3.30 Off para ar : 
Day, Wituram Heyry ester, St Helens, Veterinary | Baowws, ez James, Barrister at Law Jan Pet Jan 15 Ord Jan Fr} 

Surgeon | Liverpool Sie ses 14 Ond Jes 14 Boceneta Jom Rees Ona, Ovibitee # Tan 25 at 3 |  Viceealler’ Waketeld yt Jan Jan 1 
ae 18° Gent, ™ PR PP “J st Brroas Bowato, Tikeston, Grocer Pet Jan 14 

Builder an 
Gearsa, Hananos, York, Tailor York Pet Jan14 Ord oe Nfankrapley bd — Jan 2% at 2 Buows, > oe. McDow. aut avert wet, Seiad 
; : : 5 P 
moe By ieaeape reer pepe eget ree ba 0 Ot ier, 6 High ot, Merthyr ya seeredriel f° Honack Jauss, Glowcoster er, Barrister at Lar 
‘arring, Frui G Ap Grocer High Court ‘an ; 4 
Bar righton ‘Pet Jes 18” Ord. Sen s EEE mac aap bides st i song Buppex, ee See Auctioneer Newport, 

SON, F Stockton i EL. BANZ NRAD ILE: ? Corre- 
unin tan spondent Jan 25 at 3 Of Reo, & James's chmbrs, Cano, Fran, Tunbridge Wells, Cub Proprietor Tunbridge 
Hovse, Fraxcis Tsomas, U Norwood, Traveller aw; elis Pet Nov 24 Ord Jan 15 uate 

re ieee ets. Of Rec, 8 King ot, Norwich Jan 23 | CuAN*ttingkam "Pet Jon'é Ord den 1d 
Jonzs, Jony, A Tred 

onyan 16 _ foe On eee Oe ; inter Jan 25 at 11.90 24, | Cmups, Atbuar, Bristol, Boot Dealer Bristol Pet Jan 6 
Jongr, Many Axx Euzaneri, Sydenham, Tobacconist | », J Tuomas Peckiaia Bye, Hartware Factor Jan 25 | Covurisa, Tom Geosox, Goole, Painter ‘Wakefield’ Pet 
Lewis, ALFRED, lan, Cattle Dealer Newpoit, Mon. at 2.30 ey Carey st Jani4 OrdJanl4 : 

Pet Jani4 Ord Jan 14 Greater, Harrison, Jan 28 at 12.30 Off Cameuiet, Sica Heway Witwiss, Rugeley, Grocers 
Manrix & Vaatow, Willesden Green, Builders High 28, Stonegate, Y' rd Pet 29 Ord Jan 8 

Court Pet Nov24 Ord Jan16 Gruxwet, Josera Yewpaut, Northowram, Farmer Jan | Dowsnam, Gonos Apeanam, Limehouse, Grocer High 
McLzaxnan, Joun, Leeds, Flour Dealer Leeds Pet Jan 26 at31 Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax Court PetJan4 Ord Jan 16. Pet Jen i 

15 Ord Jan 15 Eowarp, Pentonville rd, Metal Stamper Jan 29 | Exsey, Auyrep, Caterham, Painter Croydon 


Hanrr, 
Nicnotson, Frawx, St Leonards, Coal Merchant Hastings at i 
a 
1 


emrny: A Carey st Ord Jan 8 

Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 14 Tuomas Y, pk, Clerk Jan 29 at Cee, Se, ee York Pet Janié Ord 

Pr J J D ?, Bargoed, rocers bldgs, Carey - 
a alarthon hyaal Panjen 18 Ord Jan 15 Hanzris, Davip Wisse Evan Hares, and Wrutsam | Gixern, Haray Tuoutzy; Kensal Rise, Pork Butcher 

Price, Tuouas, Ne Mon, Hosier Newport, Mon Hexry Hannis, Resolven, Colliery Jan 28 Court Pet Dec 12 Ord Jan 16 nei 
Pet Jan3 Ord Jani4 ati2 Off 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea Epwis, Icklesham, Farmer Hastings 


, 
Purcuanp, Aubert Ricuarp, Wargrave, Army Tutor | Haetiey, Joszrm Bakwagp, Northampton, Clerk Jan 26 Dee 11 Ord Jan 11 
Reading Potdens Ordianls at 12.30 Pentonville 


Rarasury, Coantes, Wimpole st, Dentist High Court meee Bank chiabrs, o? 
Pet Jan156 Ord Jan 15 Hoorgr, Joun Witt: yy, Sa Jan 
a oo Png ny Boer, Bauiaghem, Butter 2% at 10 Off Reo, 13, Bedford elrcas, Exeter 
jirmin; m an 14 an 14 
Horus, Jon W: Otley, Grocer Jan 2% at 3 Off 
Ree, 22, Park row, Leeds” 


Bcammect, Wittiam, and Epwarp Tusomas Scamurx.t, 22, ‘ 
, Builders’ Merchants Exeter Pet Jan 12| Jans, Javes Huwny Hanes, Old Broadst Jan 90 it'2.20 
Ord Jan 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Suis, Joux, Nottingham, Butcher Nottingham Pet | Jarvis, Dane. Joun, Oxford, Builder Jan 25 at 3 Off 
Jan 165 Ord Jan 15 


Oxford 
Sn J , Lronmo: Pet I 
sang ra pine ae mger Salisbury Zones on, Kingston ing ® gad Jan 26 at 11 


—_ > cae Se New Sleaford, Builder Boston Maarim, Anrnus Jase, Lamiger’, Geoosr Jan 29 at 3.90 


Sranwre, Manat, Barnsley, Hairdresser Barnsley Pet McBwer Lg Te, Jan 26 at ai Of Ree, 95, 


an 16 Temple s, Temple avenue 
me 15 Ord a Builder Greenwich | s¢ctwrosn, Sass MoGutrroon, Jarrow, Clerk Jan 30 at 
‘an ’ 
Taxior, Frawxiw THOM Sheffield, Provision Merchant nse eo Grimston, Baker Jaz z at 12 Of 
Sheffield Pet Jan14 Ord Jan 14 Ree, &, King at, Norwich on 
Tizpmaxn, Fraxz, Old Kent rd, Grocer High Court Pet Muier, Anraun Joszrn, U; House Furnisher Jan 
Vast Jom Baan Dado, Cask High Gost not | ats uakrape i deer 
Jani4 Ord Jan 14 Nonrais, Jounx Liowzt, Bootle, Clothier Jan 28 at 2.30 Off 
Warre, Joux Bexsamix, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet May 3 Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Ord Dee 1 1 Guibige Senco High Jan 29 at 2.30 Off Reo, 


4 
Watmstey, Joux, Chorley, Licensed Victualler Bolton Cambridge 
Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 14. mh. og, Jan MHatill Of 


Watroy, Joszrn Sraznz Tuzopors, NW 
ewcastle 
. Janis 





on Tyne Pet Jan 14 Pracoox, 1 CA. Jan % 
< : at12 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Lee . ° 
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Dery, Toeuas, Newport, Men, Hosier Newport, Mon 


weey Samvuet, and Tuomas Szeton Lea- 
pam, New London Merchants High Court Pet 
Novs OrdJanl4 

Wiis, and Eowarp peme ScammMeELt, 


Exeter Pet Jani2 Ord Jan 1 
om —; Joux, —— Butcher Nottingham Pet 
‘an 


15 Ord Jan 
Clapham Wandsworth Pet Dec 18 Ord Jan 


Sraxwix, Hyoer, Rarnsley, Hairdresser Barnsley Pet 
a ,&- ive Sheffield, P, M t 
'AYLOR, ‘e-h ~ e! rovision Merchan 
Sheffield Ord Jan 16 
Uxperwoop, Fe Nea aioe s, Aldershot, Confectioner 
Guildford PetJan8& Ord Jan 15 
Vaw Sravensn, Istporz, St Martin’s lane, Diamond Mer- 
chant Court Pet Dec27 Ord Jan 14 
High Court Pet 


Veare, Jony megees. Dalston, Clerk 


Watton, Joszru Sranxe Taropore, Newcastle 
oe Newcastle on Tyne Pet Jan 7] Toi 
an 
Watkins, Jonw Cuartzs, G t, Mon, Innkeep 
Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 14 
Furness, Fruiterer 


Ulverston 
Sortaey, Undertaker 
Ord Jan 1 


Dealer Boston Pet Dec 





Wim Hesry, 
Pet Jan 14 


Waicar, Joszrn, Leake, Potato 
19 Ord Jan 16 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Waicnt, Jonx Harry, Peterborough, Carter Peter~ 
borough Adjud May 27, 1898 Annul Jan 8, 1895 


London Gasette.—Tvurspar, Jan. 22. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
dango, | Tuomas, Tonypandy, Boot Dealer Pontypridd 


Jan7 ‘Ord Jan 17 
Baartiett, Eowis Henny, Southend, Coal Merchant High 
Court Pet Ji Jan 17 


an 17 
Beax, James Caen, Broadstairs, Sanitary Plumber Can- 
Pet Janis Ord Jan 18 

Brvayt, + a 8t Grocer Bristol Pet Jan 17 
wig y Ot bo cad Horfield, Builder Bristol Pet Jan 15 

Glam, Egg Merchant Ponty- 

pridd Pet Jan 16 “Ord Jan 16 

Epwanps, eB Buckley, Wheelwright Chester Pet 


F. an = tad Fenchurch Colour Merch 
AITHFUL, James Barron, Fenc’ st, our Merchant 
Court Pet Jan Ord Ji 


Fut, Reotxatn, High Court Pet Dec 12 
° N. Tow 
Ord Jan 18 - 


Pow.sr, Cuantzs Hexazy, Gt Grimsby, Fruiterer Gt 
Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 
Frost, Joszrn Cuaties, Herne Hill High Court Pet Jan 
18 Ord Jan 18 
— — Todmorden, Tailor Burnley Pet Jan 5 


Garex, Joun Howinapare, Cheltenham, Baker Chelten- 
ham Pet Jani7 Ord Jan 17 

Grove, Witt14m, Tupsley, Farmer Hereford Pet Jan 17 
Ord Jan 17 


or Wittram Crapnam, Leeds, Builder Leeds Pet 
Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 


Mion erg epusan. Bolton, A 
‘an 18 
eke ones aaveem, Anssmatens Norwich Pet Jan 


ween ¢ i Leeds, Beerseller Leeds Pet 


W inrene Beubill, Clock Hastings Pet 3 
ee —" m 


mu, Tuomas Gaace, Wilsford, Blacksmith Bath Pet 
P. or whe Dulwich, Engineer h 
gx) TLL i i 
Court, Pet Janis Ord Jan 18 —_ 
ARK! ~~qhe sagt er Norwich, Baker Norwich 
Pet Jan 17- Od J 


—— Bristol, Butcher Bristol Pet Jan 18 
Bongos, Jone, Ldenteiciechnn, Iabourer Bangor Pet 
nage, & See Soreeerengh, Butcher Scarborough Pet 
Roxzsvck, Cuantes, Wakefield, Tailor Wakefield 

Jan 19 ode 8 tain il 
Suerrraap, ones Se ¥ Kt" tenant 


Jan 
Baker Oxford Pet 


Horsf: Cart 
Heme orth, Driver Leeds Pet 





Orewoes,, Waurer J, Norfolk st High Court Pet Dec 22 

an 17 

Taunt, Henry Wii114m, Oxford, Artist Oxford Pet Jan 
19 Ord Jan 19 

Tnorotp, Harry, Grantham, Baker Nottingham Pet 
Jan 18 ‘an 18 

Tueera, . Euity Anyir, o Grimsby, Groxr Gt Grimsby 
Pet Janié6 Ord Jan 


Vince, ‘on Orviss Bo.ouox, Ely, Coachbuilder Cam- 
bridge Pet Jani9 Ord Jan1 
— Reta he ow iw ,»Laundryman Ryde 
Jan 12 
Wuire, Ricuarp, i Yorks, Farmer Wakefield 
Pei Jani7 Ord Jan 17 
Witmort, Herserr Frater, Manchester, Potato Salesman 
Manchester Pet Jan17 Ord Jan 17 
Wirt, James, Hampreston, Baker Poole Pet Jan 18 
Ord Jan 18 
The following amended notice is substituted for that pub- 
lished in the London Gazette, Jan. 11 :— 


Favucxyes, Wituam Wuaittixeaam, Tm Salop, 
Farmer Shrewsbury Pet Jan8 Ord Jan 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Argensperc, Louis, pane nag F.  paae Jan 30 at ll 
Rec, 31, Manor row, B: 
Backsnovsr, ELizapatH, “itacletla, Confectioner Jan 
29 at21.30 Off Rec King Edward st st, Macclesfield 
—— eS Retford, Bricklayer Jan 31 at 12.30 Off 
1, Bilverst, Lincoln 
Barker, oo Hirpyarp, Lichfield, Captain Jan 30 at 
1.90 Off Rec, Walsall : 
Wim Csatuers, Wakefield, Licensed 
Jan 30 at 11.30 Stafford Arms Hotel, 
Wakefield 


Bowgs, Epwarp, pati habooses Jan 30 at3 Off 
Rec, 8, Albert rd, M h 

Bryant, Henry, Bt George, Grocer Jan 30at, 12.30 Of 
Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Carica, Ropert ican, West Bridgford, Smith Jan 29 at 
11 Off Peter’s Church walk, 


ottingham 
Cottisox, WATE —e d, Builder Jan 30 at 12 Off 
Bank chm Corn st, Bristol 


Ree, 
Covrisn, Tom Gzonoe, Goole, Painter Jan 30 at 3 Car- 
le chmbrs, st, Goole 
Ety, eonaie, Saul, Farmer Jan 29 at 3 Off Rec, 15, 
King st, Gloucester 
Emery, Wriiam, Lincoln, Fish Merchant Jan 31 at 12 
Off Ree, a1, Se Silver st, Lincoln 
om Gronoz, Mace! LF Jan29at11 Off Rec, 
Kdware st, Macclesfiel 
Goy, lon. newton upon Hull, ee Jan 30 atil Off 
Trinity House Hull 
ounteian Ropert, Penmachno, Farmer Jan 31 at 12.15 
Eagle’s Hotel, Lianrwst 


Haroredves, Samvet,-Middlesborough, Ionk 
30 at 3 Off Ree, 8, Albert rd, Mid esboro' 

Lixpscomer, Jame Fruiterer Jan 29 at 3 
CE eT Ys 


Maarix ah Te isedan Geese Daildere—Jan 31 at 
2.30 vepiey bidgs, Carey st : 

Matruews, se Wantas on Tees, Miller Jan 30 
at3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, lesborough 

McLeanynay, Jon, "iande Cora Corn Dealer Jan30atil Of 

row, 

No ORNT, Sir Cuares. antage, Baronet Jan 29 at 12 
Acting Off Rec, 1, te Aldates, Oxford : 

Orrorp, Cornry Epwarp, a, Commission 
Agent Jan 30at11 23, Colmore ro + an 

Porrer, Tomas, Bristol, Butcher Jan 30 at 1 if Rec, 
Bank chmbrs, Corn st, 


Bristol 
Ratusus, CHARLES, — st, Dentist Jan 30 at 12 
Bankrw bidgs, 
Savitz, Jonw Hatt, ie Bouton, Yarn Agent Jan 30at3 


Off. Rec, Bank chm’ 

Scort, W Parker, Gt Witchester st, Stock broker Jan 30 
8 ag! beng fe mom itch 2 2atiz2 Off 

IMKINS, ee Notting! jutcher an 

Peter’s Church walk, Ni ham 
SaiTx, WARD, Newcastle on 
Jan 30 at 12.30 Off Ree, Pink , Newcastle on Tyne 
Tait, Rea Mappison, Newcastle on e, Restaurant 
Froprietress Jan 30 at 12 Off Rec, lane, New- 


Veae, Jouyx 
Bankru) 


Jan 


mmission Agent 


Bassey, ap a Clerk Jan 31 at 11 

cath, Worcs, Builder - Feb 5 at 

Ware, Jonx Francis, Littleborough, Oil Merchant Jan 29 
at 11 To Rochdale 

Farmer Jan 30 at 10.30 


Wakefield 


Westwoop, gy bine 
2 Talbot 


Warre, Ricuarp, 
Off Rec, Bond terrace, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Battzy, Warren, Newcastle on Tyne Newcastle on Tyne 
Pet March 15 Ord 


Jan 11 
8, Plumber Canterbury 
Cungon, Bes Rosert Joszru, West Bridgford, Smith Notting- 


Pet Janié Ord as 16 

Epwarps, Eowarp, Y Glam, Egg Merchant Ponty- 
pridd Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 

Epwanrps, JonaTuay, Buckley, Wheelwright Chester Pet 
Jani17 Ord Jan17 

Ety re Saul, Tenant “Gloucester Pet Janié Ord 


Sacmmans James Bantoy, Fenchurch st, Colour Merchant 


. e Pet tA 18 page a 18 pei 
‘OWLER, oe ENRY, Grimsby, Fruiterer 
Grimaby Pet Jan 16 brad zn 16 r 
ee ——s ~~ rmadamarees Hill High Court Pet Jan 
jan 
Grove, Witt1am, Tupsley, Farmer Hereford Pet Jan 17 
Ord Jan 17 

Hanrewox, Jonn Agrave, and Avexanpen Luxe Dre 

Manufacturers Birming- 


Hvspscmen, Base, Suinafiest Wakefield PetDec3 Oni 

Luuuey, Tuoma Gardener Stockton on T 
Pet Jan 16 Ged Sen 18 2 

McEwax, Rosert, Acton Brentford Pet Dec 20 On” 


‘an 17 
Mason, ees Manchester, Commission Agent 
chester Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 
Steeneaeen, Witt, Auctioneer Bolton 
Jan18 Ord Jan 18 
Mo ut, Rosert, Norwich, Accountant Norwich Pet 
19 Ord Jan 19 
Naywor, Coartes Heyery, Leeds, Beerseller Leeds Pe 
N eat Prone Cat Bay, Gent Ban Pet Nov 
1cHOLsox, Tuomas, Colwyn Bay, gor 
18 Ord Jan 18 


nag, Tuomas Pesce, Wilsford, Blacksmith Bath = 
an 18 Ord Jan 18 ; 


Pace, » Romar Ween East es, Engineer High 
Pet Jani8 Ord Jan 1 : 

Pacmun Tuomas Barter, Norwich, Baker Norwich | 
Pet Jan16 Ord Jan 17 4 

Ponaeas, Moroan Jeyxixs, Quite, Civil Engineer Swans 
sea Jan18 Ord Jan 

Rirsoy, Ionic, Tallantire, io Cockermouth Pet Jag 
10 


Jan 17 
Roserts. Joux, Lianfahfechan, Labourer Bangor Pet 
Wandsworth. | 
Jan18 Ord Jan 18 


Jan18 Ord Jan 18 
Roserrsox, Lesciz, pees, Traveller 

Pet Nov 29 Ord J Jan 1 

Senietomph, Butcher Scarborough Pet 

a Cuaries, Wakefield, Tailor Wakefield Pet 4 

Janis Ord Jan 19 ; 
Sxetrox, James Rosert, New Sleaford, Builder Bosteg © 

Pet Jani4 Ord Jan 19 29 
Suirn, Hexry Auyoxp, eR Baker Oxford Pet 


Jan15 Ord Jan 18 
sete ~ Ty ene Horsforth, Driver Leeds Pet Jan ig 


Ord J: 
Symes, ; Jouy. Gate. Ps Nicholas, Mason 
Taunton Pet Jan8 ord rs. 
Taunt, p= gcd WIA, Onfoud Artist Oxford Pet Jaa | 

19 Jan 19 
Tuorotp, Harry Gxsntham, Baker Nottingham Pet 
Jani18 Ord Jan 18 


Rostnsown, Isaac, Scarboro 


Tuorre, Eurty Axxin, Gt Grimsby, Grocer Gt Grimsby 

Pet Jani6é Ord Jan 16 ‘ § 
Jan19 Ord Jan 19 

Way, Jouyx Wiiu1am, Newport, rf W, Miller Ryde nis i: 

Waits, Joun Francis, Littleborough, Oil Merchant ; 
Rochdale Pet Dec 24 Ord Jan 1°” 4 

ani6é Ord Jan 17 

Witmot, Hersert Frizz, Manchester, Potato Salewman 
Manchester an17 Ord Jan 17 

Wi sow, Rosgrt, Liverpool, Iron Founder Liverpool Pt 
Dec 28 OrdJan 17 


bes Joun Comes Soromoy, Ely, Coachbuilder Cam. © 
Jani12 Ord Jan 12 
wae Ricuaxp, Darrington, Farmer Wakefield 
Pet Ji 
Wree, 508 Jadies, Bampreston, Baker Poole Pet Jan 18 Ont 


The nts amended notices are substituted for nowy] 
published in the London Gazette of Jan. 11 :— 


rages, Eowarp 
et Dee 4 Ora Jan 9 


Pacuexe, 1LLIAM eo iy ve eg Leighton, ales 
Pet Jan8 Ord Jan8 
iabomivediin ANNULLED. 


Dury, Henry, Bilton-with-Harrogate, Yorkshire, Farmer 
York A djud March 22, 1894 Annul Jan 15, 1895 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
Jan. 30.—Mesers. Bean, Borner, & Exparvon, at the” 
Mart, E.C., Life Policies (see advertisement, Jan, 19, p, © 


ac 
ys Gates & Sox, at the Mart, E.C., at 2 
Fey sic Pree hold Ground-Rent t (see advertisement, Jan. 


19, p. 4). - 


——$—<—< 


Subscription, PAYABLE IN Anya, which ihe 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post» 
age, 52s. WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 
26s. ; by Post, 28s. Soxrzorrors’ JOURNAL. 
26s. Od. ; by Post, 288. Od. Volumes bownd 
at the oflce—cloth, 28. Od, hat law calf, 








wads 








EDE AND SOW, 


a0ns B® MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 
etme SP heach Osrpeetion ort the Waele CU 


ROBES FOR entuit COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. ~ 

SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. “i 

Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town 

f; on and Checks of tho Pekes. 

Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Go 
BSTABLISHED 1689. 


#4, CHANCERY LANE, LONDOR. | 
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